The Solicitors Journal. 


LONDON, JULY 4, 188s. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


Lorp Hatssvny has appointed Mr. Hersent James Horr, of the 
| Equity Bar, to be his private secretary. 





| Aw oxver is in course of preparation transferring eighty Chan- 

" cery actions to Mr. Justice Norrm for the purpose only of trial or 
"hearing. Forty of these are taken from the list of Mr. Justice 
| Cuirry, twenty from that of Mr. Justice Kay, and twenty from 
| that of Mr. Justice Pearson. 





| Tue tone petay in the appointment of law officers has 

| resulted in something of a surprise to the profession. Mr. R. E. 

_ Wensster, Q.C., whose qualifications for the post few will be likely 

to dispute, was, on Saturday last, appointed Attorney-General, and 

- J. 4 Gorst, Q.C., is, it is understood, to be the new Solicitor- 
eneral. 





Ir 1s ANNouNceED that both Divisions of the Court of Appeal will, 
on and after Monday next, take appeals from the Chancery 
Division. In Court No. 1 appeals from Mr. Justice Kay and Mr. 
Justice Currry will be placed alternately in the paper; and, in 
Court No. 2, appeals from Vice-Chancellor Bacon, Mr. Justice 
Pearson, and Mr. Justice Norrn will be taken the order in 
which they stand in the list. . 





Now Twat THE avrHoritrEs have performed one portion of their 
promise as to the revision of the scales in bankruptcy, it is 
very much to be hoped that they will lose no time in following 
up the new scale of fees with a revised and more reasonable scale 
of solicitors’ costs. It is well known that this question has for 
some time occupied the attention of a committee of bankruptcy 
officials of the Board of Trade, and the result of their deliberations 
is awaited by solicitors with some degree of anxiety, and not with- 
out a feeling that the lengthened delay in conceding a change 
called for by the most obvious considerations of fairness is 
singularly ungracious. 





In commentine a few weeks ago on the decision of the Divisional 
Court in Barlow v. Teal, we ventured, while maintaining its 
correctness, to express regret that the court had not rested their 
judgment on the broad ground that section 33 of the Agricultural 
Holdings Act, 1883, does not apply where there is an express 
agreement as to notice to quit. The Court of Appeal seem to have 
shared this regret, for they based their judgment, dismissing the 
appeal, entirely upon the ground we indicated. Our readers will 
remember that the question turns upon the provision of the above- 
mentioned section that ‘‘ where a half-year’s notice, expiring with a 
year of tenancy, is by Jaw necessary and sufficient for determination 
of a tenancy from year to year,” a year’s notice so expiring shall be 
necessary and sufficient. We have always considered that the words 
“by law” must mean ‘“‘ by implication of law,” so as to restrict the 
operation of the section to eases where the parties have not agreed 
as to the length of notice ; for unless this meaning is given to the 
words ‘‘ by law,” they are obviously mere surplusage. The Court 





of Appeal has now unanimously laid it down that this is the 
meaning of the section ; and the result, of course, is that where, 
with regard to an agricultural tenancy from year to year, a half- 
year’s notice is expressly stipulated for, such a notice will, not- 
withstanding the Agricultural Holdings Act, be sufficient to 
determine the tenancy. 





One or THE last acts of Earl Sezzorne, as Lord Chancellor, was 
to make an order substituting a new scale of fees and percentages 
chargeable in bankruptcy for the one heretofore in existence. The 
following are substantially the whole of the alterations effected 
by the new scale. The 1s. stamp heretofore required to be affixed 
by creditors on their proofs of debt will in future be required only 
on proofs above £2. The stamp of the value of £5 required on 
petitions under section 125 (regulating the administration in 
bankruptcy of the estates of deceased persons) will in future be 
also required on orders of administration under sub-section 4 of 
the same section. The stamp on special proxies and voting papers 
is reduced from 6d. to 1d., and a postage or Inland Revenue stamp 
may be used. The stamp on an application for a bankrupt’s dis- 
charge is reduced from £2 to £1 10s., and is to include the expense of 
gazetting. A reduction is made in the ad valarem duty payable on 
applications to approve schemes of arrangement or compositions, and 
on the gross amount of assets realized in bankruptcy. By the old scale 
the duty was fixed at £1 on the first £100, or fraction of £100, of 
gross assets or gross amount of composition, and 5s. upon each 
£25, or fraction of that amount, above £100. This scale is 
retained up to £5,000 of gross assets or composition, but, beyond 
that amount, it is reduced to one-half—viz., 2s. 6d. upon each 
£25, or fraction of that amount. The much-criticised fee of £6 
per cent. allowed by the old scale to official receivers on the net 
assets realized or brought to credit by them, has also undergone 
modification. That percentage is retained on assets so realized up 
to the first £500, but, beyond that amount, it is reduced to £5 
per cent. on the next £500, £4 per cent. on the next £2,000, £3 
per cent. on the next £2,000, £2 per cent. on the next £5,000, 
and £1 per cent. on all above £10,000. This scale is also made 
to apply to trustees appointed by the Board of Trade under 
section 21. A new fee of £3 or £5, according to circumstances, 
is allowed to official receivers if appointed interim receivers. An 
alteration has also been made with respect to the fee payable on 
payments under section 162 (which relates to unclaimed funds or 
dividends under former Acts). The old scale provided for a fee 
of 5s. on each £20 ad valorem on the amount paid. ‘his has been 
altered to 3d. on each pound, or fraction of a pound. New fees 
and regulations are also provided in cases of official receivers 
acting as trustees under liquidation or bankruptcy proceedings 
instituted under the Act of 1869; and, finally, the charge for the 
insertion of notices under the Act or Rules in the London Gazette 
is fixed at a uniform sum of 5s. for each insertion, instead of 10s., 
in ordinary cases, and 3s. 4d. in small cases where the estates are 
being administered summarily by the official receiver. The 
reduction in the amount of some of the fees is certainly an im- 
provement, but we fear that the practical aggregate result of the 
changes will not be great. 





THERE WAS A CASE, some years ago, in which the court was 
called upon to decide the difficult question whether a bailiff, who 
came to make a distress on goods in a house, and got one foot and 
one arm between the door and the lintel, and, by the dexterous use 
of a pair of shears, prevented the door from being closed to the 
detriment of his foot and arm, had obtained such a possession as 
to justify him in afterwards breaking open a door or window in 
order to gain admission to the house. After full consideratien, the 
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court came to the conclusion that he had not (Boyd v. Profaze, 16 
L. T. N. 8. 431). On Monday last a divisional court had before 
them a still more perplexing question on this subject. A bailiff, 
coming to distrain goods in a house, found the front door 
bolted, but a kitchen window open about seven inches. Now, as 
we all know, it has been laid down that entry to distrain may Le 
lawfully made through an open window (Nixon v. Freeman, 5 
H. & N. at p. 652), but it is illegal to open a window which is 
shut and not fastened (Vash v. Lucas, L. R. 2 Q. B. 590). The 
position was certainly embarrassing. The promised land was in 
full view, but the way to it was somewhat strait for a full-grown 
bailiff. There were natural obstacles which seemed to forbid any 
reasonable hope that the whole of the bailiff’s person could pass 
through the space of seven inches. Experiment would be 
dangerous, for before its completion the infuriated tenant might so 
fix the window as to retain the bailiff in an unpleasant and 
ignominious position. So the bailiff prudently “ raised the window 
a little higher” ; got into the house, «nd opened the front door. 
The question was whether this raising of the window “a little 
higher” made the bailiff’s entry illegal. The court took time to 
consider the point, but ultimately came to the conclusion that if a 
window ‘‘is at all open” a bailiff may lawfully raise it higher in 
order to enter the house. The decision ought to be hailed with 
satisfaction, not merely by corpulent bailiffs, but also by county court 
judges, whoare bound, under section 52 of the Agricultural Hold- 
ings Act, 1883, to appoint ‘‘a competent number of fit and proper 
persons ’’ to act as bailiffs. If the decision had been the other way, 
we do not see how, having regard to the contingency of entry 
through a seven-inch opening, a county court judge could have 
been justified in certifying that any one but a professional jockey 
was ‘‘a fit and proper person ”’ to act as bailiff. 








IN ANOTHER COLUMN our readers will find a report of the judg- 
ment of Mr. Justice Currry in the case of In re Rivett-Carnac, 
deceased, upon the circumstances of which we last week made 


some remarks. The case involved two main questions :— 
(1) Whether a baronetcy is ‘‘land” within the meaning of 
section 37 of the Settled Land Act, 1882; and (2) whether a 
baronet is a tenant for life, within the meaning of the Act, of the 
dignity—or, rather, whether, as being a tenant in tail, he is a 
person having the powers of a tenant for life, within the meaving 
of section 58 of the Act. The case arose out of the will of a 
deceased baronet, who had bequeathed certain plate and furniture 
of very great value to devolve with the baronetey, and not, eo 
nomine, with any land (in the usual meaning of the term) what- 
ever. It seems that the present representative of the family has 
no house big enough to hold the furniture, or of sufficient splendour 
to do justice to the magnificence of the plate; and that there is no 
reasonable prospect of his being able to acquire such a mansion. 
He therefore desired to sell those articles; and Mr. Justice Currry 
has decided that he may do so by virtue of section 37. In order to 
arrive at this conclusion, it was necessary for the learned judge to 
answer both of the above-stated questions in the affirmative. We 
do not pretend to be entirely satisfied with the learned judge’s 
decision upon the second point, but we prefer to “‘ pretermit ” 
the dry matters involved in it in favour of the other ques- 
tion, which we take to be of wider and more general in- 
terest ; the question, namely, whether a baronetcy is “land” 
within the meaning of section 37 of the Settled Land Act. It is 
undoubtedly true that the Act, s. 2, sub-section (10) (i.), says:— 
“(In this Act land includes incorporeal hereditaments ;”’ and we 
admit the opinion to be at least highly plausible that a baronetcy, 
whether titular of a place or not, is an incorporeal hereditament. 
The same remark applies, with at least equal force, to baronies, 
earldoms, and other higher dignities. But we have always thought 
the point too clear for question or argument that these high matters, 
being quite unfitted to the machinery of the Act, are not within 
its scope and purview ; and that when the Act speaks of “ incor- 
poreal hereditaments,” it refers only to those which admit of 
being sold, leased, exchanged, and so forth. We cannot see the 
slightest ground for drawing any distinction between section 37 
and other sections of the Act in this respect; and we have great 
difficulty in understanding why, if a baronetcy is land for one 
purpose, it is not land for another purpose. Our view is, at least, 





we think, consistent and intelligible. What we say is as follows :— 
The Act provides a great many statutory powers to be exercised in 
respect to land and chattels settled to devolve with land ; these powers 
are of such a sort, that to suppose them to be exerciseable with re- 
gard to baronetcies, and so forth, would be absurd. We, therefore, 
conclude that a baronetcy is not land for the purposes of the Act, 
and that, for those purposes, chattels settled so as to devolve with 
a baronetcy are not chattels settled so as to devolve with land. 
The learned judge was, of course, aware of the objection against 
the proposed interpretation of the word land, which is involved in 
the existence of the statutory powers of sale, and so forth, and he 
endeavours thus to meet it:—‘‘ There was, however, an obvious 
answer to such an objection. It was that the Act only con- 
ferred on tenants for life, or other limited owners, a power of sale 
and other powers possessed by absolute owners, and the Act did 
not render saleable or alienable any possession in itself unsaleable.” 
We humbly submit that this rests solely upon the dic/um of the 
learned judge. It is so far from being ‘‘ obvious” that the 
language of the Act in express words imports the contrary. We 
have not space to go into a detailed examination of the Act’s 
language, which alone would occupy two or three columns of our 
space. We can only beg the reader to examine it carefully for 
himself, as we have done (a good many times, and not upon this 
occasion only), and then to ask himself whether, upon the 
hypothesis, that in the Act the word ‘“‘land” does include 
“‘baronetcy”” he would have supposed, until he was taught 
better, that the Act authorizes a sale of it? Wemust confess that 
to our apprehension the Act seems so clearly to say this, that we 
can escape from the unwelcome and absurd result, only by 
concluding that, for the purposes of the Act, a baronetcy is not 
included under the word * land.” 





Tu FoLLowiNne are the names and dates of calls to the bar of 
the new .Queen’s Counsel:—Two members of the Equity Bar, Sir 
A. T. Watson, Buart., 1856, and Mr. C. I. Exron, M.P., 1865. 
Three members of the Northern Circuit, Mr. Samver Tayzor, 
1846; Mr. W. R. Kennepy, 1871, and Mr. D. O’C. Frenca, 
1872. One member of the North-Eastern Circuit, Mr. J. L. Ganz, 
1870. Two members of the South Eastern Circuit, Mr. A. M. 
CHANNELL, 1863, and Mr. J. F. Movtron, 1874. And two 
members of the Probate and Admiralty Bur, Mr. R. A. Bayrorp, 
1863, and Mr. T. T Bucxni1, 1868. 








HANDWRITING AS EVIDENCE OF 
IDENTITY. 


Tuere has been a remarkable change in recent times in the views 
of judges as to the weight to be given to the evidence afforded by 
handwriting. Lord Eldon laid it down, at the commencement of 
the present century, that, ‘‘ by the common law, comparison of 
hands is not evidence” (Hagleton v. Kingston, 8 Ves., at p. 475). 
And even in the ecclesiastical courts, where such evidence was 
often received, it was looked upon with a good deal of suspicion. 
Sir John Nicholl declared it to be very inconclusive, both on 
account of the exactness with which handwriting may be 
imitated, and also ‘‘ from the dissimilarity which is often discern- 
able in the handwriting of the same person under different 
circumstances.” Few persons, he thought, wrote so uniformly 
that dissimilar formations of particular letters were grounds for con- 
cluding them not to have been made by the same person (Robson 
v. Roche, 2 Addam’s Rep. 79). Dissimilarity in handwriting, he 
pointed out on another occasion, may be occasioned by a variety of 
circumstances—the state of health and spirits ef the writer, his 
writing materials, his position, and his hurry or care ( Constable v. 
Steibel, 1 Hagg. Eccl. Rep. 61). 

Of late, however, there has been a disposition to attach 
considerable weight to the evidence afforded by comparison of 
handwriting. It will be remembered that in the Tichborne trial 
the late Lord Chief Justice devoted no little attention to this 
subject. In his summing up he reserved the subject of hand- 
writing as the lust head of inquiry, and introduced it to the jury 
as being a test “‘of more than usual cogency, and one by which 
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they might be safely guided.” And he added that ‘“ manifold as 
are the points of difference, in the infinite variety of nature, in 
which one man differs from another, there is nothing in which men 
differ more than in handwriting; and when a man comes forward 
and says, ‘ You believe that such a person is dead and gone: he 
is not; I am the man,’ if I knew the handwriting of the man 
supposed to be dead, the first thing I should do would be to say, 
‘Sit down and write, that I may judge whether your handwriting 
is that of the man you assert yourself to be.’ If I had writing 
of the man with whom identity was claimed, I should proceed at 
once to compare it with the handwriting of the party claiming 
it.” The meaning of this seems to be that the one unchanging 
characteristic of a man is his handwriting. It is to be observed, 
however, that in the course of the summing up considerable modi- 
fications were introduced in this doctrine. In comparing the 
handwriting of the claimant with that of Arthur Orton, it was 
found that at least five of the capital letters in most common use 
were altogether differently formed. The learned judge then 
suggested that ‘‘in the course of several years the defend- 
ant altered the form in which he made those letters. ‘I 
take it to be the fact that, while the general character of the 
handwriting remains the same, persons do, in the course of time, 
change the manner of forming particular letters.” Again, with 
regard to the letters undoubtedly written by the genuine Roger 
Tichborne, the awkward fact presented itself that, while the 
earlier letters were written in a ‘‘small, cramped hand,”’ the later 
ones were in a ‘‘full, flowing hand.” But the Lord Chief Justice 
was again ready with an explanation. Admitting that the two 
hands were very different, he pointed out that ‘the form of the 
most striking letters is to be found in the earlier writing,” and 
that while it was true that handwriting altered in course of time, 
yet it had always the foundation of the early habit of writing, 
whatever might be the modifications introduced into it in the 
course of time. The general result of these observations seems to 
be that, in the opinion of a judge who was well known to have 
devoted special attention to the subject, a man’s handwriting may 
change, but you can always trace a certain general resemblance 
between his earlier and later handwriting. 

In the recent Zovat Peerage case this question of the weight to 
be attached to handwriting as evidence of identity was a good deal 
deal discussed. The claimant traced his descent from Alexander 
Fraser of Wales, whom he sought to identify with “Alexander 
Fraser, the eldest son of Thomas of Beaufort, who was the fourth 
son of the ninth Lord Lovat. It was proved that Alexander of 
Beaufort had signed a bond in 1684, and his signature to this 
document was closely compared by the learned law lords with the 
signatures of Alexander of Wales in certain mine-books. The result 
of the examination was to convince them that the two handwrit- 
ings could not have been those of the same person. The signature 
of Alexander of Beaufort (in 1684) Lord Blackburn said, was ‘“‘a 
bold well-written signature of an educated man,” whereas 
that of Alexander of Wales, in 1737, was of a different character. 
‘*Tt would be difficult,’”? Lord Blackburn said, ‘‘to select two 
writings which were less aliker . He considered that 
evidence of the handwriting was as strong evidence as could be 
given.” And, according to the Times report, Lord Bramwell 
remarked that ‘‘ the difference in the handwriting showed clearly 
that the two Alexanders were different persons.” Now, the 
claimant’s case was that Alexander of Beaufort, having at an early 
age killed a fiddler at a feast, fled into Wales, and worked there 
for a great many years asa common miner. The suggestion that 
incessant hard labour, constant association with ignorant workmen, 
and long discontinuance of the habit of writing might operate to 
change the character of th man’s handwriting, seems to have been 
noticed by Lord Blackburn, but it is difficult to ascertain from the 
reports we have seen of his judgment what weight he gave to it. 
Lord Bramwell’s remark seems to involve the proposition that the 
same man never writes two wholly different hands. 

It is worth while to inquire whether and how far the belief in 
the unchangeableness of a man’s handwriting is well founded. It 
appears to us that, if entertained at all, it ought to be entertained 
only subject to some important qualifications. There is a period in the 
life of most people during which the handwriting is unformed, and, for 
the purpose of comparison, writing during this period should be ex- 
cluded. We are constrained to say, asthe result of some observation, that 
in some men this period lasts very long. There is a certain member 





of her Majesty’s Privy Council who, although he must have covered 
reams of paper during the course of a busy life, never seems to 
have thought it necessary to acquire any formed style of handwrit- 
ing. Being a person of strong will, it is quite conceivable that he 
may, even yet, some day resolve to write a decent and uniform 
hand, and if he makes that resolution he will unquestionably carry 
it out. But in that case what would become of the evidence of 
identity afforded by his handwriting? Suppose the late Dean of 
Westminster had devoted himself for a week to forming a hand which 
could be read, does any one doubt that he would have succeeded in 
his purpose, and that his style of (so-called) handwriting would have 
wholly changed? Again, it is obvious that physical changes in 
the hand or arm may occasion the adoption of a different hand- 
writing. Disuse for a lengthened period of the habit of writing 
may conceivably lead to forgetfulness of the mode in which letters 
were formerly framed. Letters written in haste are apt to differ 
considerably from letters written with deliberation, and letters 
written with a fine pointed pen are often singularly unlike letters 
written witha quill pen. And, again, peculiarities in handwriting are 
apt to be dropped. There was a curious instance of this in the letters 
of the genuine Roger Tichborne. From a very early period he had 
adopted a habit of placing a dot over the letter ‘‘y ” whenever it 
occurred at the end of a word, but in his letters after the year 
1851 this peculiarity was entirely absent. For some reason or 
other he had abandoned the habit. This is, of course, an extreme 
instance of eccentricity, but there are few people without some 
peculiar habit in writing. We know, for instance, a learned and 
very distinguished Queen’s Counsel, the chief characteristic of whose 
handwriting is the habit of crossing his ‘‘t’s” over, instead of 
through, the vertical stroke. We know aneminent solicitor whose 
peculiarity is the horizontal tail which he adds to certain letters 
occurring at the end of words. But it is quite possible that these 
persons may drep these habits. Perhaps they may do so if they 
read these remarks. 

The general results at which we arrive are, first, that no 
reliance can be placed on what we may call tricks of handwriting, 
or even on the formation of particular letters. The general character 
of a man’s handwriting may afford such evidence ; but, even as to this, 
caution is requisite to ascertain that the handwritings compared 
were written at or about the same date. We doubt whether it is 
safe to assume that any man will, throughout the whole of his 
life, retain even the same general character of handwriting. And, 
lastly, it may be questioned whether Lord Chief Justice Cockburn 
was right in his assertion that ‘‘there is nothing in which men 
differ more than in handwriting.” We should be rather disposed 
to think that very many persons write alike. Lord Eldon, in his 
judgment in Hagleton v. Kingston (8 Ves., at p. 476), telis the 
following curious story: —‘‘A deed was tried in Westminster 
Hall, stated to have been executed under circumstances throwing 
a good deal of blot on the persons who had obtained it. The 
solicitor, who was a very respectable man, said he felt satisfaction 
that there were respectable witnesses. One was the Town Clerk 
of Newcastle, and I was the other. I could undertake to a 
certainty that the signature was not mine, having never attested 
a deed in my life. He looked back to my pleadings, and was sure 
it was my signature, and, if I had been dead, would have sworn it 
conscientiously.” 








We printed last week a letter by Mr. Smith, the Inspector-General 
Bankruptcy, in reply toa communication addressed to Mr. Chamberlain 
Dr. Faulkner, the of the Northampton County Court. Dr. 
Faulkner has sent a reply to Mr. Smith’s letter, in which, with regard to 
Mr. Smith’s statements that ‘‘ the practice of calling pri 
and making private arrangements outside the sphere of the E 
Act is by no means a new one; and that in all the leading retail trades 
has been practised for many years” ; and that, ‘‘ as a matter of fact, the 
Board of Trade have been unable to obtain any trustworthy evidence that 
(except in one or two trades) the practice is on the 
increase.” He says: ‘It is no doubt the fact that the practice of making 
private re outside the sphere of the bankruptcy laws is not a 
new one, but I venture to assert that it has never been carried on to such 
an extent as since the commencement of the Act of 1883. How otherwise can 
the great decrease in the number of petitions throughout the country be 
acceunted for—viz., from 8,810in 1883—that isan average of 2,402 per 
—to:700 for the first quarter of 1884, and 1,124 forthe first quarter of 1885, the 
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REGISTRATION OF TRADE - MARKS— 
NOTES ON THE REGISTER. 


II. 


There are two other classes of cases in which notes have been 
entered on the register as addenda to the usual registration, with a 
view to prevent the rights conferred by the registration from clash- 
ing with the rights of other persons, in the first of which classes 
of cases a restriction has been placed upon the registration in the 
form of limiting the modes in which the mark registered is to be 
used, and in the second of which classes of cases a similar limita- 
tion is imposed upon the registered proprietor with respect to the 
localities for which his trade-mark is protected. 

To take first the cases in which the limitation has been upon the 
mode of user, the first case is Re Whiteley (29 W. R. 235), in 
which the applicant had, for some years, used a certain trade-mark 
im respect of numerous varieties of articles, by placing it on 

labels, billheads, &c., and on metal plates affixed to 
some of the articles, and the application being opposed by a firm of 
eutlers, who had for many years stamped a somewhat similar mark 
on their cutlery and metal goods, and had registered their mark for 
goods of that description, registration was granted, but made sub- 
jeet to the applicant giving an undertaking (of which a note was 
to be entered on the register) not to stamp or impress the mark on 
any part of the metal of any article in the classes in which the 

mark was registered, but to affix it to, or use it in con- 
nection with, articles in those classes in the manner only in which 
it had previously been affixed or used. 

Se, in Re Sykes (29 W. R. 235), registration of certain bleachers’ 
marks was granted, subject to an undertaking (to be entered on 
the register) not to use a swan, which formed a part of one of the 
marks and was common to the trade, alone, and to use the marks 
only within the fold of the cotton goods to which they were applied, 
im the same way in which they had been previously used. And, again, 
in Re Farina (Hall, V.C., April 22, 1879), two seals were allowed to 
be registered as trade-marks for eau de cologne, but, as to the first, 
with a note that it was not to be used with or as part of any label 
similar to or only colourably differing from the opponent’s first 
label ; and, as to the second, with a note that it was not to be used 
upon the top or cork of any bottle of eau de cologne, or with or as 
part of any label similar to, or only colourably differing from, the 
opponent’s second label. 

This brings us to the last class of cases within the scope of this 
article—viz., that consisting of cases in which some limitation has 

imposed e registered proprietor in respect of locality. 
In Re Rabone Brothers & Co. (Jessel, M.R., February 15, 1879), 
two firms applied for the registration of old trade-marks, which 
bore a considerable resemblance to one another, in respect of metal 
and, with a view to preventing the two firms from coming 
mmto collision, the Master of the Rolls, on granting registration to 
both, held that since the trade of the one firm had been mostly 
confined to the colonics, and that of the other to Europe, the former 
firm must give an undertaking not to use their mark in Europe, 
and the latter firm not to use theirs in Australia, Tasmania, New 
the West Indies, or British Columbia, a note of each 
undertaking to be entered on the register. 
The precedent st in He Rabone was followed by Mr. Justice 
carson im Re Keep (32 W. ¥. 427, L. k. 26 Ch. D. 187), in 
ich, 2 trader having applied for the registration of a trade-mark 
bore some resemblance to a trade-mark already registered by 


an agreement was arrived at by which the applicant | Th 
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himecli not to use the mark, except upon goods actually 
to the Australian colonies, New Zealand, India, and the 
v4 Hope; and, on application to the court, a note of the 

é on was ordered to be entered on the register. 
In Re Mitchell & Co. (33 W. ¥. 148, 406, L. BR. 28 Ch. D. 666), 
-m was mate to carry the principle of He Rabone « step 
farther. Two firms of manufacturers of whisky applied to 


eee tay which contained the same distinctive worde— 
“ Orai Loews” ; and, to avid litigation, they entered into an 
which the one firm was not to use the words exce 
ite device and name, nor tw ofler whisky 


ras, nor to use those words in connection with 
Whidky, exceyt in certain specificA Aistricts; and the other firm 





was not to use the words except in combination with its name, nor 
to advertise its whisky under the words so as to prejudice the 
goods of the other firm, nor to sell whisky under those words in 
the specified districts. The comptroller registered both marks 
without any reference to the agreement, and both firms applied to 
Mr. Justice Chitty for, and, at first, obtained, an order rectifying 
both registrations by adding a note that the use of the marks was 
restricted by an agreement of April 22, 1884. The comptroller 
thereupon moved to discharge the order, on the ground that the 
entries on the register should be complete, and that it was irregular 
to merely state the existence of an agreement governing the rights 
of the parties registered without stating how the rights of the 
parties were thereby affected; and Mr. Justice Chitty, taking the 
same view, held that it was contrary to the policy and principle of 
the Registration Acts to make an entry on the register which did 
not give notice to the world of all that was material, and that to 
place on the register a note for the purpose of showing that the 
user of the mark registered was subject to an agreement merely 
referred to and not stated, and which could only be found by 
search, would be a violent departure from the principle of the Act. 
He accordingly varied his former order so as to follow Re Rabone, 
and directed undertakings restricting the use of the marks to the 
specified districts to be entered on the register. 

Although there are obvious reasons for it being considered in- 
expedient to allow registrations of trade-marks to be accompanied 
by notes referring to undisclosed agreements, or to other docu- 
ments not appearing on the face of the register, the advantages of 
allowing registrations, in special cases, to be accompanied by notes 
of limitation, which show on their face the extent.to which they 
go, are so great that it would be very unfortunate if any doubt 
were to be thrown upon the propriety of such a course being 
adopted in occasional instances. There are two points to be con- 
sidered—the necessity for protecting rights deserving of protection, 
and the necessity for not allowing, except in unavoidable cases, 
rights to be acquired which are at variance with one another. 
Where two marks have long been used side by side, the three- 
mark rule defines the limits within which the rival traders’ rights 
can be protected ; where two marks have long been used, but with 
clearly-marked differences in the mode, place, &c., of user, the 
adoption of notes of limitation preserves to each trader the rights 
to which his user has justly entitled him, while it prevents him 
from acquiring wider rights to the detriment of another. It was 
one of the great merits of Sir George Jessel’s administration of the 
Trade-Marks Registration Acts that he knew so well how to 
reconcile private rights with the public interest. 





THE ORGANIZATION OF A SOLICITOR’S 
OFFICE. 


III.—ORGANIZATION WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO 
NON-CONTENTIOUS BUSINESS, 


TAKING INSTRUCTIONS. 


(3) For A Marriace SETTLEMENT. 


THE solicitor who, in this year of grace, advises in the interests of a 
lady that her property should be settled on her marriage, may be 
asked with some colour of reason why a marriage settlement should 
be necessary at all, seeing that marriage no longer places her 
jroperty, past, present, or future, under the control of her husband, 
1¢ answer, however, anpears to us to be conclusive. A omy 
e 


Property Act, 1882, has not swept away with the husband's rights in 
his wife’s property the inflaence which results from his marital 
supremacy and masculine intellect, and few thoughtfub persons would 
be found to describe as valueless the shelter cast round a wife by 
placing her in « position, when asked to invest her capital in an Indian 
gold-mine, to say, not “1 will not do it,” ut “1 cannot do it—~you 
must ask my trustees.” The same observation applies in effect to 
many other possible states of circumstances, The ordinary trusts of 
& marriage settlement have been proved by the experience of wany 
generations to provide suitably for the enjoyment and fitting destina- 
tion of the property of a lady snlaning the marriage state, and many 
social changes must come to pass in aid of the great legislative change 
before they can be set aside an worthloss, 
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The arguments in favour of the settlement of property by the 
husband ae on different considerations, So far as he is in ‘vidaally 
concerned, there is, generally speaking, no object to gain, except in 
the particular sense that he may obtain a quid pro quo in the 
of a settlement of property on the lady’s side, which may be os 
conditional on his bringing property into settlement himself. But as 
a safe and sure provision to meet the responsibilities of the married 
state, the step of entering into a marriage settlement has in its favour 
reasoning of most weighty force. 

In the observations which we have to make on the duty of yore d 
instructions in connection with a marriage settlement we do not thi 
it necessary to discriminate between instructions taken before the 

paration, and before the perusal, of such a document. The 
instructions are applied, no doubt, in the two cases to different 
purposes, but, in the general sense in which we desire to treat the 
subject, the one duty is the direct correlative of the other, and no 
dividing line aeowe to us to be called for. 

Few duties fall to the lot of a solicitor which require greater tact and 
delicacy of touch than that of taking instructions for a marriage settle- 
ment. The parties immediately concerned are in many cases too much 
wrapped up in the beatific contemplation of living happily ever 
afterwards to be disposed to enter with any patience into sublunary 
matters, and will proportionately resent the intrusion of such sordid 
details as life interests, and hotchpot clauses, and powers of appoiat- 
ment. In some other cases, not altogether beyond the range of a 
solicitor’s experience, the parties immediately concerned, or one of 
them, will exhibit indications of taking a more keen and lively 
interest in the monetary arrangements which attend the union than in 
the union itself. And, hovering round each principal, there will 
be as a rule parents or other relatives, or intimate friends who 
champion his or her cause, and may be described as accessories before 
the fact. These are not always very promising materials for the 
solicitor to work upon when receiving his instructions. Matters may, 
of course, and often do go smoothly enough, but if he is obliged to 
protect the interests of a client who regards the settlement as a 
necessary nuisance, who fails altogether to appreciate what is involved 
in it, and lays every obstacle at the solicitor’s door; or if, again, the 
client expects the solicitor to espouse unreasonable or humiliating 
demands, the latter will have to take heed to his ways, and walk 
very warily, if he does not wish to find himself in the unenviable 
position of a scape-goat for the consequences of temporary indifference 
or extravagant demands. 

The first point to which the solicitor’s attention should be directed 
will be the extent of the subject-matter of settlement on the part of 
his client. If he acts for the gentleman, and the client has no very 
decisive views of his own, this may be a matter deserving of much 
consideration. In the first place, the amount of the lady’s fortune 
will have to be taken into account. In the next place, regard should 
be paid to the position and occupation in life of the gentleman. If 
he be living on his private means and have no occupation, it will 
“gwd not be of any great practical moment to him in the long run 

ow far his capital is tied up in the hands of trustees, though he may, 
of course, have a strong preference for keeping it under his own control. 
If he be in trade, two conflicting considerations must be weighed. 
On the one hand, it may be of great moment to him to have the free 
control of capital. On the other hand, events may arise in which the 
salvage of some portion of his capital for the benefit of his wife and 
children may be an incalculable advantage, and it may or may not, 
according to the degree of risk involved in his occupation, 
well deserving of consideration whether he will even denude him- 
self of the first life estate in all of some portion of the 
property which he brings into settlement in order to make this 
provision secure and effectual in all emergencies. 

Where the solicitor acts for the lady, his advice will be simple 
enough, Unless in very exceptional circumstances she can have no 
need for the employment of capital, and will act wisely in throwi 
the protection of a settlement round all her means, both present an 
prospective, ,In this case, any marked preponderance of property on 
the lady’s side may affect the trusts of the settlement, but should not 
eng to limit in any way the extent of the property to be settled 

y her. 

This preliminary point settled, the nature of the property to be 
settled will demand attention, Is all or any of it real estate, and, if 
80, is it to be held upon trusts for conversion, or settled as realty? If 
the subject of settlement consists wholly or of nal estate, 
is it all of a character which trustees can wi propriaty be asked to 
retain? If, for instance, there are shares with a hability upon them, 
it should be pointed out that there are grave objections to asking 
trustees to undertake the risk of hol that species st prepesty 
Again, do any spocial incidents attach to the property which require 
consideration ? If, for oxample, a life pee by settled, how, or at 
whose option, are the bonuses to be dealt with ? 

Having gained acourate information on «uch points as these, 
information which should not oe of gaining exact particulars 
of every item of property inolu 








possessed by the client, and of the iate mode of its transfer to 
trustees; the solicitor will be met at times by a question of some 
icacy—the extent to which he should investigate, in the interests of 
his client, the truth of a statement made on the other side that this or 
that property can and will be brought into settlement. If one man 
Saye andl culate or dhatatel- qudinatenhd, he does not usually in this 
imperfect world pay the purchase-money in childlike faith, but 
Seasipns te ential tiaeall tor bldenhe that the vendor is really in a 
position to carry out his bargain. prom ae ste ae this, and it 
eke bi Seanad ations, preparatory to entering 
to be married bring property into en 
into the most iaocuadiile of all contracts, there is often a tendency to 
regard it as an impertinence if this same rule of conduct is followed 
and evidence asked for in proof of ability to carry out the engage- 
ment to vest certain property in the trustees. . 

In the case of most classes of personal estate there is usually 
not much practical difficulty in this matter. If the intended 
husband settles £10,000 of stock or bonds, the evidence of his 
ownership, if called for, can usually be given so easily that there 
is no real excuse for friction. But when we come to real estate the case 
differs, in that the investigation of the title to real estate is 
frequently not an easy or in ive matter. In this, as in some 
other things, the court has laid down one rule of conduct; 
and the profession has followed another. The point has never, we 
believe, er solemnly decided in direct connection with a question of 
the solicitor’s liability, but the opinion has more than once been 

ressed from the ch that he is as much bound to investi 
title in the case of a marriage as he is in the case of a purchase. 
late Vice-Chancellor Stuart (in Wormald v. Maitland, 13 W. R. pe 
even went so far as to describe the omission to “see the deeds 
compare the abstract with them ” as an act of gross neglect. But a 
ractice has certainly long existed—the cause of which is traceable, no 
Foubt, to considerations of expense and to an instinctive delicacy 
arising from the relations of the parties to each other—of taking more 
on faith in the case of a settlement than in that of a purchase, and 
pursuing the investigation of title in a much more loose and 
perfunctory fashion. It —— to us that there are three practical 
considerations which the solicitor should keep in mind on this subject. 
First, that as the law stands he is legally liable in the absence of 
ex eaieiretions Mish heaee eee settlor exactly 
as he — _ of a nas) . y, that baw he pee yard 
very rightly and properly do) he proposes to somew. o 
pow Apa po yr a lee of investigation, he should obtain, 
for his own reasonable protection, his client’s distinct written 
instructions to that effect, given with full knowl of what is 
involved in principle and possible consequences. And, thirdly, that 
within the limits of his actual investigation, whatever they may be, 
his work should not be done in a slovenly “‘ mere matter of form” 
way, but should be thorough and efficient. We do not mean by that 
expression that every minute point should be pressed in requisitions 
on title, but that the solicitor should be thoroughly satisfied that the 
settlor has a good sound title to the property brought into settlement. 

We have thus reached the stage of its being ascertained what is 

to be —— into —— and reach > a the very ——- 
etermining the trusts on which settled property is 

be held. If it be actually or approximately contributed equally by 
both parties there will rarely be any difficulty in the matter. The 
husband will generally take the first life interest in his property, 
and the wife in hers; the survivor will take a life interest im 

whole; and the other trusts will dovetail in consistently with that 
general idea of equality of interest. The difficulty arises where 
there is a great preponderance of property on one side or the other. 
This will naturally colour the trusts, and rightly so; but it should 


. 


always—and, we must add, it often is not—borne in mind that the 


marriage settlement when reduced to first princi is intended as a 
provision for husband, wife, and children, and that, speaking of 
general, and not of exceptional, cases, the advisers of one of two 
persons who have sufficient trust in each to marry do not act 
with true wisdom in devoti fia hr seme to the task of 
leaving on the settlement indelible marks of humiliating inequality. 


Requirements in this sense carried to extreme lengths may bring m 
ee ee estate to husband 
or wife. 

Finally, we would lay stress upon the paramount importance of 
being assured beyond all possibility of question that the instractions 
received represent in very trath the client's own personal wishes. It 
is a very serious matter to tie up property for one generation at least, 
and, while there may be every possible reason for doing it, there 
should be no room for question as to the client's free will and know- 
ledge of the irrevocable effect of what is being done. It is the more 

to bear this in mind, because parents and —_ OOOUPFTRE 


hon of eomeaincing wasm Simaenee Soar Se tw 
ee aa te ek ee eS Lat ane, 
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whatever manner they think most conducive to the interests of the 
true owner. If the person interested sees well to place his or her 
interests unreservedly in the hamds of older and wiser people, there 
can be nothing to be said, but the solicitor most certainly owes a re- 
sponsibility to the person on whose behalf he prepares or approves 
of a settlement to see that, however much that person may be con- 
tent to place his or her own wishes in commission, the actual sum 
total of what is proposed to be done is at least clearly understood 
and unreservedly assented to. It is hardly necessary to point out 
that, where an intervening third person is, or may be, in any way 
benefited by the settlement, the need of caution on the solicitor’s 
part becomes ten-fold greater. 








REVIEWS. 


PRACTICE STATUTES AND RULES. 


A CoMPLETE COLLECTION oF Pracrice STATUTES, ORDERS, AND 
RULES, BEING A SELECTION OF SUCH PRacTICAL PARTS OF ALL 
STaTuTEs, ORDERS, AND RULES AS ARE NOW IN FoRCE AND 
RELATE TO THE PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE OF THE SUPREME 
CourT, FROM 1275 To 1885, wirTH TABULATED SUMMARIES OF 
THE LEADING CASES, AND ANALYTICAL CROSS-REFERENCES. By 
ALFRED EMDEN and E. R, PEARcE-EpDGCUMBE, Esqrs., Barristers- 
at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


The eral purpose of this volume is stated in the title, 
which, however, in one respect, rather inadequately explains its 
scope, since the work is not restricted to the practice of the Supreme 
Court, technically so called, but embraces the statute and rules 
relating to appeals to the House of Lords. The plan of the authors is 
to select such portions of statutes and rules as are in force, and as relate 
to practice and procedure, and to arrange them, generally speaking, 
chronologically, but in many cases grouping the Acts relating to the 
same subject-matter. We rather doubt the advantage of the general 
chronological arrangement; the table of contents would serve, as 
regards the statutes, to show sufficiently their order in point of time, 
and we think that in a future edition it would be better to group all 
the statutes and rules under general headings. At present there is 
some little ‘‘ wobbling” between the two methods; thus, at pp. 61— 
80, the statutory provisions as to evidence are grouped ; but, at p. 
82, the section of 26 Geo. 3, c. 57, relating to proof of deeds executed 
in India, is printed separately; and again, at p. 116, the sections of 
11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will. 4, c. 65, relating to the management of infants’ 
property, are printed without having grouped with them section 42 
of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, to which, however, a reference is 
given in a footnote. We must admit, however, that this is a matter 
which is not likely to interfere with the convenience of the practi- 
tioner, for by meane of a very full index and frequent cross-refer- 
ences, he will have little difficulty in finding any provision he may 
require to consult. The selection of the sections of statutes and 
of the rules does much credit to the care and industry of the authors. 
There are, of course, some slight oversights—for instance, in printing, 
at p. 120, section 6 of 11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will. 4, c. 70, and citing 
im the note Colleye of Christ v. Martin (L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 16), the 
authors seem to have overlooked the fact that rule 14 of order 64 of | 
R. 8. C., 1853, was framed expressly to remove the anomaly revealed | 
by that case, and to enable time to be computed by sittings. And | 
again, at p. 179, section 62 of the Companies Act, 1862, is printed | 
without rules 3, 63, and 64 of the General Orders of November, | 
1862. Bat in general we think that the sections and rules in force 
relating to procedure will be found in the book. With regard to the 
cases, the plan of the authors is to indicate briefly, in very prominent | 
type, the general purport or subject, and then to give references to a | 
case, or group of cases, leaving room for noting up new cases. In the 
notes we have examined we have found the leading cases judiciously 
selected. The notes on the Trustee Relief Act, and the Bills of Sale 
Acts, may be instanced as exceedingly useful classified references to 
Cases. ¢ Judicature Acts and Rules, of course, occupy a large 
space in the volume, and here we find the cases enretaity arranged 
under convenient headings. At the end of the volume there will be 
found a useful collection of miscellaneous orders, rules, and notices 
relating to practice which are not readily obtainable by the practi- 
tioner. The book is admirably printed, and the index deserves much 
praise for its completeness. 








CONTRACT, 


Purmctries oy Comruact: Buino a Treatisx on THE GENERAL 
PRINCIPLES CONCEENING THE VALIDITY OF AGREEMENTS IN THE 
Law or Exoiaxy. Fourrn Evirion. By Furvenicx Powtocn, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


We may claim wme credit for having pointed out, on the firs’ 








appearance of this work, the remarkable combination it displayed of 
originality of view and method, and ingenuity and subtlety of 
speculation, with sound learning and good common sense. The 
editions which have subsequently appeared have been so well kept 
up to the mark of current ‘ndliees that the book has become, toa 
considerable extent, 2 compendium for the practitioner, as well as an 








invaluable text-book for the student. We are glad to see, from the ‘thd 
preface, that Mr. Pollock contemplates its expansion hereafter into On t 
a complete treatise on the general part of the law of contract. In L.Jd 
making this announcement, he has anticipated a suggestion which (ante 
will have occurred to many of his readers. In the present edition vide: 
we find the statutory alterations in the law, and the leading recent and 
cases, noticed or referred to with the author’s accustomed accuracy, men 
but, in some instances, more briefly than we shculd have desired, oe 
We miss, however, at p. 197, under the head of stipulations in a - 
contract for the benefit of third parties, the recent case of Re he 
Flavell (L. R. 25 Ch. D. 89); nor do we find any reference to West vené 
v. Houghton (L. R.4C. P. D. 197) or Lloyds v. Harper (L. R. 16 mak 
Ch. D. 321). No doubt the doctrine of trusts, on which these cases the. 
turn, is almost necessarily kept out of a treatise with the limited requ 
scope of that before us, but there are many interesting points in the of | 
cases referred to on which we should have been glad to have had the enti 
benefit of Mr. Pollock’s criticism. ot 
sol 

ulti 

INCOME TAX ACTS. np 

A GUIDE TO THE INcoME Tax ACTS FOR THE USE OF THE ENGLIsH int 
Income Tax Payer. By ArnTuur M. EL.is, Solicitor. Stevens & for 
Sons. 0 
This is an exceedingly well-written little treatise, presenting in gt 
a clear and methodical arrangement the provisions of the twenty- ow! 
four or more Acts affecting the English income-tax payer. The and 
divisions under which the subject is treated are well chosen, and the abs 
matter within each division is conveniently arranged. The most cas 
practically important of these divisions is that relating to the L.J 
properties and profits which are the subjects of the tax. We find the ; 
cases of Coltness Iron Company v. Black (29 W. R. 717, L. R. 6 abs 
App. Cas. 315), Forder v. Handyside (24 W. R. 764, L. R. 1 Ex. D. 233), fur 
and Watney v. Musgrave (28 W. R. 491, L. R. 5 Ex. D. 241) duly inf 
stated. from which there has been derived the principle, which has, Ay 
since -Ir. Ellis’s book was published, been so strongly asserted in dow 
the cass of Gillatt & Watts v. Colquhoun (33 W. R. 258) and len 
Broughton and Plas Power Company v. Kirkpatrick (33 W. R. 279), aft 
These cases will, no doubt, enable Mr. Ellis to lay down definitely inv 
in his next edition the general principle that, for the purpose of po 
ascertaining what are profits for the purposes of Schedule D., no outlay the 
in the shape of expenditure of capital for the future benefit of the of 
estate is to be deducted. =? 
bo 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 7 

| CONSTITUTIONAL LAW VIEWED IN RELATION TO Common Law, pu 
AND EXEMPLIFIED BY CAsES. By HeERsBERT Broom, LL.D. m 
SeconD EpiTion. By Grorce L. DENMAN, Barrister-at-Law. in 
W. Maxwell & Son. r 


This book, although, perhaps, from the nature of the subject, it 
has been less successful than others from the same pen, always 
— to us to be one of the best of Dr. Broom’s productions. 
His arrangement of the matter was good, and his notes were concise 
and practical. Mr. Denman has not had a very heavy task to perform 
in editing this new edition, the growth of cases bearing upon the 
subject of the book being very slow; but we think he has executed his 
work with accuracy and sound judgment. 


On Thursday last the Court of Appeal, No. 1, rose for the day of after the 
midday adjournment, to enable the Master of the Rolls to attend the 
funeral of the late Sir Adolphus Liddell. The Master of the Rolls said :— 
“I am about to close the court, in order that I may pay the last mark of 
| respect to the late Sir Adolphus Liddell, whose recognized talent in a public 
| position of the highest importance and universal kindJiness earned for him 
| the respect and love of every member of our profession who knew him.” 


A New York paper says that a + young lawyer, about to be admitted to 
practice before the Supreme Court, asked the Hon, David Davis for some 
advice as to the conduct of his first case. ‘‘ You needn't be afraid,” said 
the ex-justice, ‘‘to speak before the Supreme Court; and, if one of those 
duffers in a toga interrupts you in the midst of an argument by some 
irrelevant question, don’t get frightened and spoil your argument by 
6 ing to answer him ; just say quietly, ‘Excuse me, your honour, but 
I will reach that by-and-by,’ and, if you don’t reach it, it won’t matter. 
You need not be afraid that you will be called up to answer it after you 
have taken your seat.” The young man took his advice, and gained his 
cane. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


Venpor AND PurcHaAsErR—Oprren Conrract—ExPENsE OF ABSTRACT OF 
Deeps NoT IN VENDoR’s Possrssron—Conveyancine Act, 1881, s. 3 (6).— 
On the 30th ult., the Court of Appeal, No. 2 (Cotton, Lindley, and Fry, 
L.JJ.), reversed the decision of Pearson, J., in In re Johnson and Tustin 
(ante, p. 9). Sub-section 6 of section 3 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, pro- 
vides that, ‘‘on asale of any property, the expenses of the production 
and inspection of all Acts of Parliament, deeds . . . and other docu- 
ments, not in the vendor’s possession, . and the expenses of 
searching for, procuring, making, verifying, and producing all certificates, 
declarations, evidence, and information not in the vendor’s possession, and 
all attested, stamped, office, or other copies or abstracts of, or extracts 
from, any Acts of Parliament or other documents aforesaid, not in the 
vendor’s possession, if any such production, inspection, . procuring, 
making, or verifying is heres | by a purchaser, either for verification of 
the abstract or for any other purpose, shall be borne by the purchaser who 
requires the same.’’ In the present case an open contract for the purchase 
of land was, in 1884, entered into, and the purchaser was therefore 
entitled to a forty years’ title. The abstract furnished by the vendor 
commenced with a deed dated in December, 1860. The purchaser’s 
solicitor required the production of an abstract of a forty years’ title, but 
ultimately limited his requirement to an abstract of a deed dated in 
October, 1854, which was a conveyance of the property, with other land, 
to a company, through whom the vendor derived title. This deed was not 
in the vendor’s possession, but he was entitled to the benefit of a covenant 
for its production. The vendor insisted that, under sub-section 6, the 
purchaser must pay the expense of making an abstract of the deed if he 
required it. The purchaser insisted that, as he was entitled to 
a forty years’ title, the vendor was bound to furnish, at his 
own expense, an abstract of the deeds which formed that title, 
and that section 6 did not apply to what might be called the “main 
abstract.’’ Pearson, J., held that sub-section 6 applied literally to the 
case, and that he could not escape from the literal construction. Corron, 
L.J., said that it was the duty of a vendor to show a title for the statutory 
pee of forty years, unless the period was limited by the contract 

tween the parties. Sub-section 6 assumed the existence of a proper 
abstract, and was not intended to interfere with the duty of vendor to 
furnish it. It dealt only with requisitions made by the purchaser for 
information relating to a verification of the title shown by the abstract. 
A purchaser could not be said to require a copy or abstract of a particular 
document because he required a title to be shown for a period the 
length of which would involve the abstracting of that document. If, 
after he had got a proper abstra’t of title, he required something which 
involved the abstracting or makiug a copy of a deed not in the vendor's 
possession, sub-section 6 threw the cost on the purchaser. No doubt 
there was a difficulty in construing the sub-section, but the difficulty 
arose from the word ‘‘abstract’’ being used in two senses—the abstract 
of the title and an abstract of a particular deed. Linprey, L.J., said that 
sub-section 6 assumed that the vendor had shown the title which he was 
bound to show, and, starting with that assumption, there was no difficulty 
in construing the clause. The abstract was to be produced, but the costs 
of any information as to the deeds which might be required by the 
purchaser was to be borne by him. The clause could not be read as 
meaning that the vendor was only bound to show such title as the deeds 
in his possession showed. Fry, L.J., concurred.—Counset, H. J. Hood ; 
et Eady. Soxscrtors, Lee § Pembertons ; Hickling, Washington, § 

‘assmore. 





Partition Action—JurRispicTion—SaLe at Request or One Party 
INTERESTED—Partition Act, 1868,s. 3—Satern Lrev or Partrrron—Discre- 
TION or JupGE.—In a case of Dyer v. Paynter, before the Court of Appeal, 
No. 2, on the 24th ult., there was a question as to the jurisdiction of the 
court in a partition action to order a sale of the gow | at the request 
of one of the parties interested. Section 3 of the tion Act, 1868, 
provides that, ‘‘In a suit for partition, where, if this Act had not been 
passed, a decree for partition might have been made, then, if it appears 
to the court that, by reason of the nature of the property to which the 
suit relates, or of the number of the parties interested, or presumptively 
interested, therein, or of the absence or disability of some of those 
parties, or of any other circumstance, a sale of the property and a dis- 
tribution of the proceeds would be more beneficial for the parties inter- 
ested than a division of the property between or among them, the court 
may, if it thinks fit, on the request of any of the parties interested, and 
notwithstanding the dissent or disability of any others of them, direct a 


sale of the property accordingly, and may give all necessary or proper 
consequential directions.” In the present case the property was divisible 
into sixths. The plaintiff, who was entitled to one-sixth, asked for a sale 


instead of a partition. The owners of four-sixths objected to a sale. 
Bacon, V.C., refused to direct a sale, and the Court of > (Corron, 
Linpiey, and Firy, L.JJ.) affirmed his decision. Oorron, L.J., said that 
section 3 did not make it imperative on the court to direct a sale; it only 
enabled the court to do so if it thought fit. When certain facts were 
proved, the court might, if it thought fit, direct a sale on the request of 
any of the parties, notwithstanding the dissent of the others. In Gilbert 
v. Smith (L. R. 11 Ch. D, 81) Jessel, M.R., said, The meaning of the 
Legislature was that when you see that the property is of such a 

that it cannot be reasonably partitioned, then you are to take it as more 


present case there was no evidence that the property could not be reason- 
abiy partitioned into sixths. No case was made for the application of 
section 3. When once the case was brought within the section a sale was 
a matter for the discretion of the court. Liypiey and Fry, L.JJ., con- 
curred.—CounseL, Medd; Marten, Q.C., and J. Chester. Souxtcrrors, 
Maples, Teesdale, § Co.; J. J. § C. J. Allen. 


Costs—ApmMINisTRATION AcTion—Marriep Woman PLAINTIFF BY NEXT 
Frrenp.—In a case of Jordan v. Jordan, before the Court of Appeal, No. 
2, on the 29th ult., an admininistration action had been brought bya 
married woman by a next friend. Kay, J., was of opinion that the action 
was unnecessary, and had ordered the plaintiff personally to pay the 
costs of the action, as between solicitor and client, and also to pay the 
charges and expenses incurred by the trustees beyond their costs of 
action. The action was brought under the old practice, and at the 
request of the trustees. The Court of Appeal (Corron, Linpier, and 
Fry, L.JJ.) held that the order of Kay, J., was wrong in principle. They 
considered that the action had been properly brought under the old 
practice. The court was most anxious to prevent unnecessary expense in 
administering small estates, and in case an action was brought for com- 
plete administration under the new practice when it was unnecessary, the 
person bringing it would be visited with costs. But in the present case, 
under the circumstances, the action had not been improperly brought, 
and the costs must be paid out of the estate.—Counser, G. VU. Edwards ; 
McSwinney. Sorticrror, A. H. Crowther. 





AGricuLtuRAL Hoxtprnes Act, 1883, s. 33—Nortce ‘‘ sy Law’? Necessary 
AND SurFICcrENT—AGREEMENT FoR S1x Montus’ Notice to Qurr.—On the 25th 
ult. the case of Barlow v. Teal came before the Court of Appeal, No. 1. 
The defendant was tenant of a farm under an agreement whereby it was 
provided that he should hold from year to year “‘ until six months’ notice 
is given in the usual way.” The plaintiff, on August 22, 1884, gave the 
defendant notice to quit at Lady Day, 1885. The defendant refused to 
quit, at the latter date, on the ground that a year’s notice to quit was 
necessary under section 33 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883, which 
provides that, ‘‘ where a half-year’s notice, ep ee Rew a year of the 
tenancy, is by law necessary and sufficient for determination of a tenancy 
from year to year, . . . a year’s notice so expiring shall by virtue of this Act 
be necessary and sufficient for the same.”’ On the refusal of the defendant 
to quit, the plaintiff issued a specially-indorsed writ under R. S, C., ord. 3, 
r. 6, and applied for liberty to enter judgment under ord. 14, r.1. The 
master and Mathew, J., granted the application; and on appeal to a 
divisional court (Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Field, J.), their decision was 
affirmed, but exclusively on the ground (ante, p. 496) that the six 
months’ notice to quit stipulated for, although to be ‘‘ given in the usual 
way,’’ was not equivalent to a half-year’s notice, and that, therefore, 
section 33 did not apply. The defendant appealed. The court (Beerr, 
M.R., and Baccattay and Bowsn, L.JJ.) unanimously affirmed the 
decision of the Divisional Court, but based their decision on the ground 
that section 33 had no application where an express agreement had been 
made between landlord and tenant as to the length of notice. Brerr, 
M.R., said that the words “by law’’ in section 33 of the Agricultural 
Holdings Act, 1883, meant ‘ by implication of law,"’ and the meaning of 
that section was that where there was no stipulation as to notice 
to quit, a year’s notice should be necessary; but where there was an 
ress stipulation as to notice, the matter was determined by contract 
and not ‘by law.’’ In the present case there was an agreement as to 
notice, and the case was not, therefore, within the section.—CovnssL, 
Cyril Doda ; Prosser. 









HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 


Serruep Lann—Tenxant ror Lirs—Drscrerronarny Tarvst or Reyts 
purtne Lirs or Given Prrson—Serriep Lanp Act, 1882, s. 2, sun-serrons 


5, 6, 10 (I.).—In a case of Atkinson v. Bruce, before , J., on the 
25th ult., there was a question whether persons entitled under a dis- 
cretionary trust for the application of rents of settled land during the 
life of a specified person constituted (so to say) a com tenant for 
life within the meaning of the ed Land Act, 1 so that they 
together could sell the land. A testator devised an estate to trustees, 
during the life of his son, on trust to receive the rents and profits 
thereof, and to repair, improve, and the sane, after payment 
of costs and the interest of mortgages, to the residue of the rents and 
profits on the trusts thereinafter mentioned, and, after the death of the 
son, tothe use of his first and other sons successively in tail, with remainders 
over. And the testator declared that his trustees should, during the life 
of his son, pay wad ents Oe Os eee ere os ae 
under the trust thereinbefore contained, should, during the life of the 
son, become payable to them, in such manner in all respects as they 
should think fit for or towards the maintenance and enpeers, or otherwise 


for the benefit, of the son, and of any wife with whom t inter- 
marry, and his child or children by her, or for the benefit of any or more 
of such objects, and so that in case the son should at any time assign, 
anticipate, or aa to anticipate his interest under the will, 
or any part th , or should one. Siar ee Spey se We 
pasha he, Se ee See : pod nn albr ye wmde 

or liable to deprived, benefit or thereof, 
9 , Dakore declared. th 


then and i 
favour of the son 





beneficial to sel) it and divide the money amongst the parties,” In the 





and profits 
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either for the maintenance and support or benefit of the son, or for such 
other purposes, and in such manner in all respects, as the trustees should 
in their absolute discretion think fit. The son was married, but he had no 
children. An action (by way of originating summons) was brought by the 
son and his wife against the trustees, whether the plaintiffs and 
their children (if any) were entitled to the rents and profits of the estate, 
and whether they had the powers ofa tenant for life under the Act. Section 
2 of the Act provides, ‘‘(5) The person who is for the time being under 
a settlement beneficially entitled to ion of settled land, for his life, 
is for the p of this Act the tenant for life of that land, and the 
tenant for life under that settlement. (6) If in any case there are two 
ormore persons so entitled as tenants in common, or as joint tenants, or 
for other concurrent estates or interests, they together constitute the 
tenant for life for the purposes of this Act.’”? And by section 10 (L.), 
_ ion includes receipt of income.’’ It was contended that, as there 
were no children of the son, he and his wife were together for the time 
being beneficially entitled to the land for the life of the son, and together 
constituted the tenant for life for the p of the Act. Pzrarson, J., 
declined to adopt this view. He thought that the question depended on 
the construction of sub-section 6 of section 2. He thought that section 51 
did not apply, for the forfeiture clause did not in any way limit the 
powers of any one who was tenant for life. Nor did clauses VI. and IX. 
of sub-section 1 of section 58 apply so as to give the applicants the 
powers of a tenant for life, unless they could make out that they con- 
stituted a tenant for life to begin with. The first question was what 
:mterest had the applicants independently of the provisions of the Act. 
‘The trust was not to pay the rents to either of them; but it was to pay 
and ly them in such manner as the trustees should think fit, not only 
for the benefit of the son and his wife, but for the benefit of their children, 
** or for the benefit of any one or more of such objects.”’ In his lordship’s 
view it was absolutely impossible for the son, or the wife, or their children, 
or all of them during the life of the son, to compel the trustees to pay the 
whole of the income to them. And, if the son should become bankrupt, 
the trustees could apply the income for any other a as they in their 
absolute discretion should think fit. His lordship could not see how 
either the son, or his wife, or their children, or all of them together, were 
tenants for life. So far in ently of the Act. In construing the Act 
he desired not to forget w Lord Selborne, C., said in In re Hazie’s 
per Fagengge ag de Ch. D. &), TI do SF ee it b> 5 intended to 
enlarge or alter substance of any original limitation of a particular 
estate (not properly an estate for life) which might be lawfully in force when 
the statute came into operation, as to which the author of the settlement 
had neither contemplated nor in any manner provided against any such 
acts as those in question, nor, indeed, could rationally have done so as the 
law stood when the settlement was made.”’ Therefore, he thought that, 
though the court was bound to give the Act a liberal interpretation for the 


distinguis 
immaterial whether there were, in fact, any surplus rents which the person 
entitled could receive. If he was entitled to the potentiality of the receipt 
of rents he was tenant for life. In the present case the son and his wife 
were on the most favourable construction, only the persons in esse 
entitled to the rents. If any children came into existence they would no 
longer be so entitled; it might be that the children would then receive 
whole of the rents. Then his lordship read the words “ so entitled” 
sub-section 6 as meaning “ entitled forlife.’’ Here none of the persons 
was entitled for life, and they could not together eupa 


i 


tenant for life under the Act. They were not, therefore, entitled to | PeTm# 


exercise the powers of a tenant for life under the Act.—Covnset, Cookson, 
QC., and Mulligan; W. W. Karslake, C., and Dunham. Soxscrtors, 
Sail, Binyom, & Ollard; Crowdy, Son, & Tarry. 





Mazeren Woxes—Ixicxcrion—Uspertaxinc as 10 Damaces.—In a 
case Of In re Prynne, before Pearson, J., on the 27th ult., an ez parte 
a oS of 4 married woman, who sued 
Siieenetdies de gee waeiedionamatian "te nine 
was icipation. The registrar 

a < anticipat ie regist 
zanson, J., held that her accepted. 
He said that « restraint on anticipation, which was created by the court 
A equity lor the protection of a married woman, did not prevent the 
court from ssying that, under particuler circumstances, she was not 
entified to the protection. If her was not sufficient, she 
to be to sue by a next friend, and, having rd to the 
provisions of Married Women’s Property Act, 1832, he not see 
that the court had any power to require her to do that.—Covnsm, 

Gifert, 20., amd F. Evans, Sonaceton, F. Parish, 


: 


Meszren Wousz—Action 18 10 Geranere Kerate—Secvniry vor 
Wourr’s Paorrery Act, 1642, «, 1.~In 4 case of 

Pinder 9. Kihinwm, octore Pearwm, 4,, om the 77h ult., the question arose 
whether « married woman, who was ylaiatifi (without « next friend) in 
am action to aftsminisier the etate of 4 testaten, under whose will she was 
omtitiel 2 by to her use, the iclendant being the executor 
6 give security for the costs 
wome Gnitt whether the Married 
BIA Wie to enable 4 marrielA woman, who 
have any separate etate, to bring en action (powbly 


maliciously) against her husband, or against trustees, without giving 
security for the costs of the action. The point was not actually decided, 
for the difficulty was removed by the plaintiff’s offering to join her 
husband as a co-plaintiff. This joinder, Pzarson, J., said, would not 
amount to an admission that the legacy in question was not separate 
estate of the wife.—CounszL, B. Eyre; Cookson, Q.C., and Dunning. 
Souicrtors, Leslie ¢ Harding ; Torr § Co. 





Margrep Woman—Power To BInD Future Separate Estare—Manrrrep 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 1 (4).—In a case of Deakin v. Lakin, 
before Pearson, J., on the 25th ult. there was a question as to the extent 
of the power of a married woman to contract so as to bind separate estate 
which may arise in the future on the happening of a contingency, she 
having no se te estate at the time when she enters into the contract. 
Section 1 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, provides (4), 
‘* Every contract entered into by a married woman with respect to and to 
bind her separate pro , shall bind not only the separate property 
which she is ronal se. ry entitled to at the date of the contract, but 
also all separate property which she may thereafter acquire.’ In the 
present case a e had taken place in 1843, and by a settlement 
executed in contemplation of it the husband covenanted to assign to the 
trustees a policy of insurance on his own life, upon trust to receive the 
policy money and invest the same, and to pay the income to the wife and 
her assigns during her life in case she should survive the husband, and 
for her sole and separate use in case she should m again, and after 
her death on certain trusts for the children of the marriage. In 1850 the 
policy was assigned by the husband to the trustees. There were only 
two children of the marriage. They both died intestate and unmarried, 
onein 1869, the other in 1883. Their father took out administration to both of 
them. In 1884 the husband and wife executed an assignment for value of all 
their interests in the trust property. The wife was seventy years of age. 
The purchaser applied to the surviving trustee to assign the policy to 
him. The trustee declined to do this without the direction of the court, 
and the purchaser commenced an action by originating summons to obtain 
this direction. The question was whether the wife had effectually 
assigned the contingent interest for her separate use which would arise in 
case she should survive the husband and marry again. Pearson, J., held 
that she had not, and consequently that the trustee could not be called on 
to assign the policy to the purchaser. His lordship was of opinion that, in 
order that a contract entered into by a married woman should bind her 
separate estate, she must have separate estate existing at the time when 
she entered into the contract. If at that time she had separate estate, and 
she afterwards committed a breach of her contract, any separate property 
which she had acquired since the contract and which she had when pro- 
ceedings in respect of the breach of contract were taken against her, 
would be liable in respect of the breach of contract. But she could not 
when she had no separate property enter into a contract which would 
bind possible future separate property which might come to her on the 
happening of a contingency.—CovunseL, H. Warlters Horne ; H. Cadman 
Jones. Souxsicrrons, Royle § Co. ; Horne § Birkett. 





Domictr—Intention To Cuance—Bririsn Sunsect ENTERING MILITARY 
Szrvice ory Crown—Dowmicit or Cuorce.—In a case of Paxton v. Macreight, 
before Pearson, J., on the 25th ult., there was a question as to the 
domicil of an intestate. The intestate was born in 1836 in London, where 
his father and mother were then living, the father being a domiciled 
Englishman. In 1840 the father went with his family to reside 
nently in Jersey, and it was admitted that he did this with the 
intention of changing his domicil. He continued to reside there until 
his death in 1856. In 1854 the son obtained a commission in the British 
Army, and joined his regiment, which was then quartered in England. 
He served with his regiment in various parte of the world, and ultimately 
died in 1863 in Coane where the regiment then was. During the time 
he was in the army he had occasionally ee visits to Jersey. The 
, mia was whether, at the time of his th, he was domiciled in 

ersey or in England, the law of Jersey and that of England differing as 
to the persons who would be entitled to his personal property. It was 
contended, on behalf of those who would take his property under the 
English law, that, inasmuch as the Jersey domicil which he acquired by 
the act of his father in going to live in Jersey was a domicil of choice, 
and could, therefore, be more easily proved to have been abandoned than 
4 domicil of , it must be assumed either that the father, when he 
sent the son to aoe to join his r nt, showed an intention that he 
should re-acquire his English domicil of n, or that the son himself 
showed such an intention. Pxauson, J., held that the son retained his 
Jersey domicil. In the case of adomicil of origin it was well settled 
that a British subject did not, by entering into and continuing in the 

service of his own covension, © ¢ his domicil. The principle 
of rule was, that such conduct aff no eviderce whatever of an 
intention to change the domicil, and that ple applied equally to a 
ig gi choice,—Counest, BZ. F. Buckley; 8. Dickinson, Sorscrron, 

, H. Olwer, 


Berrie» Lanp—Penson navine Powuns oy Tenant von Live—Fon- 
verrune OLaver—BALe or Mansion-novss—Serrien Lann Act, 1882, as. 
51, 58, sun-exerton 1 (VI_),—In a case of In re Paget, before Pearson, J., 
on the 25th ult,, there was a question as to the right to exercise the 
power of sale given by the Bottle Land Act, 1482, to a tenant for life of 
sled land, and a farther question as to the yor of the 
of wile tn cane there was a power to wll, A devised an 
called B, to the use of his son “ #0 long as he shall roside in my 
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dwelling-house, or upon some part of my B. estate, for a of not 
less than three callous months in ph Bnd after he Pe yg ht en- 
titled to the actual possession thereof, and from and immediately after 
the death of my son, provided he shall have complied with the above 
condition,’’ to such uses for the benefit of allor any one or more of 
the children of the son as he oome will appoint, and, in default of 
a ‘‘or, if my son shall fail in compliance with the above con- 
tion, on the determination of his estate therein,’”’ to the use of trustees 
in fee, upon trust for sale, and to stand possessed of the proceeds of sale 
in trust for the child or children of the son, and, in default of children, 
on trust for other persons. The son desired to sell the mansion-house on the 
estate, which was too large in proportion to the income derived from the 
estate, and he took out a summons under the Act, asking (1) the opinion 
of the court whether he had, under the will, the powers given by the Act 
to a tenant for life; (2) the sanction of the court to his selling the 
mansion-house ; (3) whether the residence condition contained in the will 
was void under section 51 of the Act ; (4) in what manner the ns tangy gen 4 
of any property sold by the applicant as tenant for life under the 
ought to be dealt with. Section 58 of the Act provides (1) that ‘‘ each 
person as follows shall, when the estate or interest of each of them is in 
possession, have the powers of a tenant for life under the Act, as if each 
of them were a tenant for life as defined in this Act (namely) (inter alios) 
(VI.) A tenant for his own or any other life, or for years determinable on 
life, whose estate is liable to cease in any event during that life, whether 
by expiration of the estate, or by conditional limitation or otherwise, or 
to be defeated by an executory limitation, gift, or disposition over, or is 
subject to a trust for accumulation of income for pve of debts or 
other purposes.”” And section 51 provides (1) ‘‘ If, in a settlement, will, 
assurance, or other instrument executed for made before or after, or 
artly before and partly after, the commencement of this Act, a provision 
is inserted purporting or attempting, by way of direction, declaration, or 
otherwise, to forbid a tenant for life to exercise any power under this Act, 
or attempting or tending, or intended, by a limitation, gift, or disposition 
over of settled land, or by a limitation, gift, or disposition of other real 
or any personal property, or by the imposition of any condition, or by for- 
feiture, or in any other manner whatever, to prohibit or prevent him from 
exercising, or to induce him to abstain from exercising, or to put him into 
a position inconsistent with his exercising any power under this Act, that 
rovision, as far as it [oy anti or attempts, or tends, or is intended to 
ave, or would or might have, the operation aforesaid, shall be deemed to 
be void.” (2) ‘For the purposes of this section an estate or interest 
limited to continue so long only as a person abstains from exercising any 
power shall be and take effect as an estate or interest to continue for the 
period for which it would continue if that person were to abstain from 
exercising the power, discharged from liability to determination or cesser 
by or on his exercising the same.”” Pxrarson, J., held that the son was, 
within sub-section 1 (VI.) of section 58, a person having the powers of a 
tenant for life under the Act. He did not see how to get over section 51, 
which was expressed in the amplest and widest terms. It was impossible 
to say that the proviso did not tend to induce the tenant for life to 
abstain from exercising the power of sale given to him by the Act. The 
condition was, therefore, void under section 51, and the interest of the son 
in the purchase-money, if he exercised the power of sale, would continue 
as long asit would have continued if he had not exercised the power of 
sale, discharged from any liability to cesser by reason of his exercising 
the power.—CounseL, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Northmore Lawrence; G. 
Williamson. Soxscrrors, C. J. Mander ; Williamson, Hill, ¢ Co. 





Insunction—Teiecrarnic OCrenpr—Use ny One Frem or Parr or 
Name or Anorugr.—In a case of Street v. The Union Bank of Spain and 
England, before Pearson, J., on the 19th ult., a question arose as to the 
right of a trading firm to prevent another Ph, wm using for a ‘‘ tele- 
graphic cipher’’ part of the trade name and address of the first firm. The 

laintiffs, Messrs. Street & Jackson, were advertising agents in London, 

hey had an extensive foreign connection, Their correspondents had 
been in the habit for some years of telegraphing to them in the name of 
‘*Street,’’ with the address ‘‘ London,”’ and nothing more. The defendants 
in the year 1881 made an arrangement with the Post Office a 
registration fee) that ‘' Street, London,” should be used as a er to 
indicate the name and address of the defendants for telographio purposes, 
Mistakes had in consequence occurred, and telegrams intended for the 
plaintiffs had been delivered to and opened by the defendants, The 
plaintiffs claimed an apa to a the cehateats Some wane 
expression ‘‘ Street, London,” for tele, jo pu an ° 
‘ahem so directed. Parson, J., ord e coenh om indion. ie 
regretted that he was obliged to decide against his inclination, The 
necessary result of what had happened was that there had been incon- 
venience to the plaintiffs. They complained that the defendants, who 
had occasioned that inconvenience, had done that which was unlawful, 
because they had adopted a name and address which were the plain- 
tiffs’ property, aad which they alone had the right te use, His lordship 
could not come to that conclusion, ‘ Street, London,” was not the 
name and address of the plaintiffs’ firm; their proper address was Street & 
Oo,, Cornhill, London, The inconvenience waa not intended in any way 
to injure the trade of the plaintiffs, nor were the defendants, in using the 
cipher, using a name which would represent themselves as being Street & 
Oo., of Cornhill, or as carrying on The business of Street & Co, The 
businesses of the plaintiffs and defendanta were so wolike that it was 
quite impossible that one of them could attempt to take away the business 
of the other. The court was asked to prevent an inconvenience, Had the 
court any juriediction to interfere in such a case? Waa it not a case 


unlawful ; all they had done was to en Sa 
Office, that which was not the an aes the firm, 
but ag. | — 3 ee desired to have 

properly delivered, his lordship thought they to use their 
address, and that any one was entitled to x tor telegraphic 
ae See ee Saree the Paneth ranean 1 any 
person. there were two Tosvenor-square, a 

was addressed simply ‘‘ Smith, Grosvenor ae heme Or Oe 
it was intended had no right to com; if it went . He should be 
oing contrary to Day v. Brownrigg R. 10 Oh. D. 294, 23 Sorrcrrons’ 
ouRNAL, 101) if he were to t an injunction. There was <4 
Sing, bs simply a matter of inconvenienve.—CovunsEL, Cookson, Q. 
and ad Brice ; Everitt, Q.C., and Latham. Soxicrrors, Jackson ¢ Beans ; 
Freshfields § Williams. 


Company—Repvuction or Caprrat—Conrremation By CournT—JvRisbic- 
TION—*‘ CAPITAL UNREPRESENTED BY AVAILABLE Assets ’’—D1sPENSING WITH 
ADVERTISEMENT AND Use or Worps ‘“‘anp REDUCED’’—DrscRErion OF 
Jupce—Compantes Act, 1877, ss. 3, 4—Genzrat Orpen or Manon, 
1868, nz. 2, 3, 4, 5.—In a case of In re The London and County Land and 
Building Company, before Pearson, J., on the 20th ult., there was a question 
as to the jurisdiction of the court to confirm a special resolution passed by a 
company for the reduction of its capital. Section 3 of the 
Act, 1877, provides that ‘‘ the word ‘ capital,’ as used in the Companies Act, 
1867, shall include -up capital ; and the power to reduce capital con- 
ferred by that Act shall include a power to cancel any lost capital, or 
capitel unrepresented by available assets, or to pay off any 
may be in excess of the wants of the company.”’ the present case the 
capital of the company was divided into £10 shares. Some of the shares 
had been paid up in full, and on others £9 per share had been paid. The 
remaining shares had been issued, but had been forfeited to the company for 
non-paymentof calls. Themoneyswhich had been received by the company 
in respect of these shares before the forfeiture had been carried to the credit 
of the profit and loss account, and had been employed partly in i 
dividends to the other shareholders. The property of the omen 
consisted of land and houses) had become d in 
roposed to reduce the nominal capital by off the amount 
pe ae and the.amount which had been on the 
and also a further amount in respect of those 
all to be reduced to the nominal value of i 
up in full were to be called £6 fully-paid 
been paid were to be called £6 shares, with £1 
were to be called £6 shares, and treated as 
issued, so that they could at any time be re-issued 
sons could be found to take them. The question was 
amount which the com: had received on the forfeited 
the forfeiture was, wi! e meaning of section 3, “‘ capital 
by available assets.” Prarsonx, J., held that it was, and he 
the resolution for reduction. 
nie the reduction did “ = a “_ the hor gr ution 
iability in respect of unpaid capi or the paymen any 
holder of any paid-u capital,” the com had not made use 
words ‘‘and reduced,” nor had the i 
was not served on ® Papen, 5. Gps 
of the words “‘and reduced” altogether, he also 
the advertisement of the petition, though he said that the min 
was to be registered must be advertised. And he said that 
ought to state the numbers of the different classes of shares. 
that it was clear, from the decision of the Court of 
Tumbracherry Estates Company (ante, p. 353), that the court had a discretion 
as to requiring the petition to be advertised. But he thought that the 
court ought really to exercise that discretion in each case, and not, asa 
mere matter of course, to di with the advertisement.—Couxsai, 
Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and Chadwyck-Healey. Sourcrrons, Dighy ¢ Leddle. 


Practics—Non-compnrancs wits Onpgr ror Discoveny—Incaracsrr eF 
PLaintiry—AMeEnpMEnt—Naxt Farsxp—R. 8, C., 1883, onn. 31, a 2h 
In a case of Lerd Curdwell v. Temlinsen, before Bacon, V.C., on the 
ult, a question arose as to whether the ae, Wie, ser Be Bes 
of the writ, and during the progress of 
through ill-health to attend to business, and 
complied —_ Ney gh A... 

leadi a 
the ~~ e a make the Ses Sine We or, whether the 
was entitled to have the action on account of plaintiff's non- 
compliance with the order for discovery, wader ord. 31, r. 21 


held that, inasmuch as the plaintiff was 
institution of the action, the action in Te orgh we wet-fandak and 
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bear the costs of both eqplieation, os be vu anne 6 eT 
Soenedi, Charles Craveley > rye ty and Jemnmett. z.& 
Chatten > Gregery, Rowe pe, ¢ Ce, 


Ayrorntwant of New Tavsress—Ticetas amanare Asn Taverne 
Act, 1830, a, 88.—In the case of Re ¢ 


on the 28th ult, a petition was presented by the twe ac trative Ae 
will ing that they ei om» ae ee oe be 





Completely outside the jurisdiction? Tho defendants had done nothing 


in the place of themselves and a trustee, whe wt of ee 
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jurisdiction,‘and who resisted his removal, and for a vesting order. It 
— that a letter had been sent to the third trustee by the direction 
of the court, and an answer received from him from Jersey to the effect 
that he was not in a position to state whether he intended to reside in 
Jersey permanently, and that he was at the present time holding a situa- 
tion there which he could surrender by giving seven days’ notice, but 
that if at any time he could see anything in England to better his 

he was prepared to accept it. The will contained a power of 
appointment of new trustees by the continuing trustees in the event of 
any trustee dying or desiring to be discharged or declining to act or 
becoming incapable. In re Bignold’s Trusts (20 W. R. 345, L. R. 7 Ch. 
223) was cited in support of the petition. Currry, J., said that, taking 
into account the circumstances of the case, and especially the answer to 
the letter, from which it would appear that the absent trustee had some 
view of a permanent residence in Jersey, he should make the order as 
asked. Todo so would be to follow the case cited, where the Court of 
A) had held that such a case fell within the Trustee Act, 1850, s. 32, 
which gave the court jurisdiction to appoint new trustees wherever it was 
expedient.—Counset, Walter C. Dare; D. L. Alexander; Yate Lee. 
Soricrrors, Russell Cooke, for A. Sotheron Estcourt, Newport, Isle of 
Wight; G. W. Barnard ; Lay ¢ Lake. 





Morrmarm —Cuarirante Tausts— Inperimireness— Girt or Impure 
PeRsonaLTY TO FouND ScuHo.arsHips in Universiry oF CamBRipGE— 
Morrmar Act, s. 4.—In the case of In re Levitt, deceased, Farmiloe v. Levitt, 
before Chitty, J., on the 29th ult., it appeared that a testator devised and 
bequeathed to trustees his general residue upon trust that they should, 
in their entire and absolute discretion, apply the same for promoting the 
cause of education, whether in middle-class schools or otherwise, or by 
founding scholarships in the University of Cambridge, he having entire 
confidence in the judgment of his trustees, and he directed and declared 
his intention to be that they should have power to act as they might 
think would best promote the glory of God and the temporal and 
personal interests of the young. Amongst the residue was impure 
personalty, and two questions arose, whether the gift, as a whole, was bad 
(according to the authorities reviewed in In re Jarman’s Estate, Leavers v. 
Clayton, 26 W. R. 907, L. R. 8 Ch. D. 587), as being applicable to objects 
not necessarily charitable ; or, if not bad as a whole, whether the impure 
personalty was, under the language of the will, so applicable as to be 
within the exception created by section 4 of the Mortmain Act in 
favour of the University of Cambridge, it being contended by the next of 
kin that there was nothing in the will which constituted the university, 
either directly or indirectly, a cestui que trust, inasmuch as it was open to 
trustees to found scholarships without consulting the university at all. 
Currry, J., said that, on the first question, he was clearly of opinion 
that the testator intended the gift to be applied to education. He could 
find nothing in the testator’s subsequent directions which could 
be taken as a qualification of the language previously used 
by the testator when creating a trust which was clearly charit- 
able. There was, therefore, no confusion between objects charitable 
and objects not charitable. The gift, therefore, as a whole, was good. 
As to the second question, it had been established in Lewis v. Allenby (18 
W. RB. 1127, L. R. 10 Eq. 668) that a bequest of residue comprising pure 
and impure personalty to trustees for division among such charities in 
London or elsewhere in England as they, in their discretion, should think 

, was valid, as the trustees had the power of selecting charities 

the exceptions to the Mortmain Act. The only question, there- 

fore, was whether the testator had created any gift at all in favour of the 

University of Cambridge. He held that the testator had created such a 

The testator had not said that the scholarships were to be tenable 

at the university, but to be founded in the university. He had, in fact, 

made use of the most appropriate words which could be used for the 

purpose of founding university scholarships. The gift in substance was a 

trust for the university, and in the formation of a scheme for the applica- 

tion of the gift the university would have a voice. He therefore held 

that the residuary gift was a valid charitable gift, and that the impure 

was applicable to the foundation of the scholarships— 

that was to say, if the University of Cambridge accepted the gift. it it 

did not accept it, the question whether the gift was applicable cy prés 

would arise —Covnser, Speed; Yate Lee; Stirling. Sorscrrors, Chas. 

Bawhridge | Bun ; Routh, Stacey, & Castle, for Holeroft, Knocker, & Knocker, 
Sevenoaks; Solicitor to the Treasury. 





Serrizp Laxp Act, 1882, s. 2 (sce-sections 5, 10), #6. 37, 58— 
JHATTELS DEVOLYING witn Tirte—InconroneaL Hexnepita- 

uaxts— Laxn”—*‘Texaxt vox Lavz.”’—In the case of In re Sir J. 
Riectt-Carnac, deceased, before Chitty, J., on the Wth ult., the question 
was whether chattels, settled so as to devolve with a title of 
honour, be sold under the Settled Land Act, 1482, s. 37, which 
authorizes the court to sanction a sale by the tenant for life of land of 
chattels settled #0 as to devolve with land. The heirlooms were a massive 
service of presentation plate, settled by the will of the late Sir James 
y Bart., soas todevolve with the baronetcy. The trustees raised 
objections—(1) that the title of baronet, even if annexed to a place, although 
an iaeompnral hereditament, was not an incorporeal hereditament within 
section 2, sub-section 10, which says that “land shal) include incorporeal 
” for section 2, wub-rection 10, should be read as referring 

te hereditaments of 2 saleable or alienable character; (2) that 
the A 2 baronetcy not annexed to 4 place was not a tenant for 


iife for the ame A the Act within section 2, sub-section 5 (as 
expandol by 56, #9 a8 to comprise, amongst other limited owners 





in ssion, tenants in tail), as was ay yee from 12 Rep. 81, ‘‘ Honours 
and Dignities,’’ where a resolution of the judges was stated, laying down 
that such a baronetcy was a fee simple conditional, and not an estate tail 
within the Statute De Donis. Currry, J., said, with respect to objection 
(1) that, section 2, sub-section 10, although an interpretation clause, must 
be treated as an absolute enactment, and as containing no such qualifica- 
tion as sometimes occurred in re clauses of statutes. More- 
over, no sufficient reason could be adduced from the other portions of the 
Act for cutting down the well-known legal meaning of the term ‘‘ incor- 
poreal hereditaments,” and he did not feel himself at liberty, by implica- 
tion or otherwise, to introduce any qualification modifying the clear and 
unambiguous language of section 2, sub-section 10. A consideration of 
section 37, so far from suggesting any fair ground for restricting the 
meaning of the term ‘‘incorporeal hereditaments,’’ afforded reasons for 
giving full effect to the term. Section 37 was an isolated enactment 
relating to personal chattels in an Act primarily dealing with land, and 
was inse to remedy the mischief illustrated by the case of D’ Eyncourt 
v. Gregory (25 W. R. 6, L. R. 3 Ch. D. 635), where it was held that the 
court had no jurisdiction under the Leases and Sales of Settled Estates 
Acts, or otherwise, to order a sale of heirlooms, however advantageous, 
but could only give liberty to apply for a private Act of Parliament—a 
course which involved great expense. In his opinion, the mischief was 
the same whether the chattels were made by the settlement to devolve 
with land or with a dignity. The sanction of the court was also, in either 
case, requisite as a protection against a sale unjustified by circumstances. 
It had been said that, if section 2, sub-section 10, was treated as including 
all incorporeal hereditaments without distinction, the enactment wou!d 
operate as enabling dignities to be sold. The answer was obvious. 

he Act only conferred on tenants for life and other limited 
owners a power of sale and other powers possessed by absolute 
owners, and did not render saleable or alienable any possession 
which was not saleable or alienable. In his opinion titles of honour if 
incorporeal hereditaments were ‘‘land” within section 2, sub-section 10. 
As to objection (2), the distinction found in 12 Rep. 81, was a mere 
matter of opinion and not a judicial decision. Its authority had been 
overruled in R. v. Knollys (1 Raym. 10), and Earl Ferrer’s case (2 Eden. 
373), which latter case settled the law that hereditary titles, whether 
annexed to a place or not, were within the Statute De Donis. He, there- 
fore, held that the court had, under the Settled Land Act, 1882, jurisdic- 
tion to authorize a sale of heirlooms devolving with a dignity irrespective 
of the circumstance that the dignity was not annexed to a place; and 
being of opinion that the case before the court was a proper one for the 
exercise of the jurisdiction, he sanctioned the sale of the plate —CounseL, 
Macnaghten, Q.C., and EF. B. Michell ; J. G. Wood. Soxicrrors, H. A. 
Graham ; A. F. § R. W. Tweedie. 





LANDLORD AND Trnant—Distress ror Rent—EntTerinc Hovse ry 
Oren Wixpow—Rarstnc THE Winpow HicHer—Iizcauity.—In the 
case of Crabtree v. Robinson, in which judgment was delivere1 by the 
Divisional Court on the 30th ult., the claim was for damages for an illegal 
distress under the following circumstances:—The plaintiff was tenant 
to the defendant of a certain house, and, the rent being in arrear, 
the defendant employed a bailiff to distrain for it. The baili.c found the 
front door bolted, but found the kitchen window about seven inches open 
from the bottom, and raised it a little higher in order to enable him to 
enter by it, and so got into the house. He then opened (he front door 
and admitted the broker, and the plaintiff's goods were distrained upon. 
The plaintiff brought an action against the defendant in the Otley County 
Court of Yorkshire for an illegal distress in having broken into the house 
by — the window higher than it was. The judge gave judgment 
for the defendant, holding that the entry was not illegal within the 
decision of Rex vy. Smith (1 Moody’s C. C. 178). The court (Fietp and 
Manisty, JJ.), after taking time to consider, affirmed the decision. Upon 

rinciple and upon the authorities, the law upon the point stood thus :— 
That, as regards the door of a house, if it is not locked, a bailiff may raise 
the latch for the purpose of entering the house to levy a distress; that, as 
regards a window, if the window is closed, whether fastened or unfastened, 
a bailiff cannot raise the window to enter the house, and, if he does so, 
the entry is illegal, and therefore the distress is also illegal; but, if the 
window is at all open, the bailiff may lawfully raise the window higher in 
order to enter the house. The bailiff, therefore, in the present case, did 
not make an illegal entry by breaking into the house, and consequently 
the distress was not illegal.—CounseL, Morton Smith; Julian Robins. 
Soricrtorns, Le Riche & Son; H. Ikin. 





Puactice—F ex on ententnc Arrga, rrom Onamnens—Orpen As To 
Surneme Covur Frees, 1884, scurpvuty, claves 52.—In the case of Jn re 
a Solicitor, Ex parte Dudley, in which judgment was delivered by the 
Divisional Court (Grove and Denman, JJ.) on the 19th ult., the question 
was raised as to whether a fee of £2 was chargeable on setting down an 
appeal from chambers. The appellant, wishing to appeal from an order 
made at chambers to the Divistenal Court, attended at the Rule Office to 
set down the appeal, when the master demanded a fee of £2 ander the 
Order as to Supreme Court Fees, schedule, clause 52, which the appellant 
refused to pay. The master accordingly refused to enter the appeal. 
That order provides that the fees ont centages contained in the 
schedule thereto shall be taken in the High Court of Justice and in the 
Court of Appeal, The schedule, clause 52, suys:—‘On entering or 
setting down, or re-entering or re-setting down, an appeal to the Court 
of Appeal, or a cause or matter for trial or hearing in any court in 
London or Middlesex, or at any assizes, including hearing on further 
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consideration, when no fee was paid on the original hearing, whether on 
summons adjourned from chambers or otherwise, and including special 
case, &c. . . . £2.’? The appellant applied to the court to order the 
appeal to be entered for hearing without the payment of the fee. The 
Court, aftér consulting some of the other judges, held that the fee was 
not payable in the case of appeals from chambers, the decision in Ez 

te Hasker (54 L. J. M. ©. 94) not applying to such cases, and made the 
order asked for.—CounseL, Mundy §¢ H. Lynn. Souscrror, G. D. D. 
Dudley, Oxford. 





Brit or Sate—Nor 1n AccorDANCE WITH THE ForM GIVEN IN THE AcT— 
AGREEMENT TO REPAY WITHIN Seven Days ArTER DEMAND AFTER A CERTAIN 
Date—PowER TO SEIZE AND SELL ON DeravuLtT oF sUcH PayMENT—BILLS oF 
Sate Act (1878) AmenpMeEntT Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 43), ss. 7, 9.—In 
the case of Sibley v. Higgs (Taplin, Claimant), which came before the Divi- 
sional Court (Field and Manisty, JJ.) on the 22nd ult., a question arose 
as to whether a bill of sale was valid as being in accordance with the 
form provided by the Bills of Sale Act, 1882. ‘The plaintiff had issued 
execution against the goods of the defendant upon a judgment obtained 

inst him, when the claimant claimed the goods under a bill of sale 
given to him by the defendant, dated the 20th of April, 1883. The bill of 
sale, after reciting that the mortgagor (the defendant) had applied to the 
mortgagee (the claimant) to become security and guarantee for him in the 
sum of £65, being an instalment of a composition due by the mortgagor 
to his creditors, stated that, in consideration of the mortgagee becoming 
security as aforesaid, the mortgagor assigned to him the goods therein set 
out as security for the said sum of £65 for which the mortgagee had 
become liable; that the mortgagor agreed to pay the sum of £65 to his 
creditors on the 24th of May next; and that if the mortgagor should not 
pay thesaid snm on the 24th of May, and the mortgagee should be 
obliged to pay the same under the guarantee, then the mortgagor should 
repay to the mortgagee the said sum of £65 within seven days after 
demand in writing ; and that in case of default in payment of the said 
sum, or any part thereof, the mortgagee should be at liberty to seize and 
sell the goods. The interpleader issue was tried in the Watford County 
Court, when judgment was given for the claimant. The Covrr held, on 
appeal, that the case was covered by the principle of the decision in 
Hetherington v. Groome (33 W. R. 103, L. R. 13 Q. B. D. 789) ; that the 
bill of sale was void because it was not in accordance with the form given 
in the schedule to the Bills of Sule Act, 1882, as the money was to be 
repaid at any time after the 24th of May within seven days after demand ; 
that therefore there was no stipulated time of payment mentioned in the 
bill of sale,and there was a power to seize the goods upon default in 
payment within seven days after such demand.—Covunsst, W. E. Ball ; 
R. M. Bray. Soutcrrors, Bower, Cotton, § Bower, for T. J. Broad, Watford ; 
W. T. Boydell. 





Srature or Limrrations—ACKNOWLEDGMENT IN WRITING—ACKNOWLEDG- 
MENT AFTER AcTION Brovcut.—In the case of The Sittingbourne and 
Sheerness Railway Company v. Lawson, which came for further considera- 
tion, on the 27th ult., before Lord Coleridge, C.J., a question arose as to 
whether an acknowledgment in writing of a debt made after action 
brought is sufficient to take the case out of the Statute of Limitations. 
The defendant had been employed as solicitor by the plaintiff company, 
and, after considerable litigation, the accounts as between the company and 
tke defendant were taken in the Chancery Division. The company con- 
tended that on the footing of those accounts a large sum was owing from 
the defendant to them in respect of moneys received on their behalf; and 
the company, which was in. liquidation, brought this action to recover 
those amounts. The defendant in his pleadings denied that any sum was 
due from him to the company, and he also set up the Statute of Limita- 
tions, the last of the payments having been made to him on account of the 
quneny in 1875, and the action having been brought in April, 1883. 
The plaintiff company relied (amongst other thifigs) upon an admission by 
the defendant in an answer to interrogatories in the present action that a 
certain account was correct in which it appeared that a sum was due from 
him to the company, and contended that this was a sufficient acknowledg- 
ment in writing to take the case out of thestatute. Lord Co.erines, C.J., 
said that this was an acknowledgment made after the action was brought, 
and after the plea of the Statute of Limitations had been set up as a 
defence as well as a plea denying the debt. The defendant was bound to 
answer the interrogatory in consequence of his plea of never indebted, but 
at the same time he was still insisting upon his plea of the statute. For 
these reasons he did not think that the acknowledgment was of such a 
nature as to take the case out of the statute. His lordship according 
gave judgment for the defendant.—Counsnr, AH. Matthews, Q.C., an 
. phton ; Finlay, Q.C., and Byre. Sorscrrons, Taylor, Mason, § Taylor ; 

. Palmer, 





BANKRUPTCY CASES, 

Banxrurtcy—Comrosition Derp ovr or Countr—Sronet Barnoar ror 
Prererence ro some Oxeprrors—Rrout or CRevrron WHO MAS BXECUTED TO 
Avorw Darp,—In a case of Ev parte Milner, before the Court of Aagees No. 
1, on the 19th ult., there was a question as to the right of a creditor who 
has assented to a composition arrangement between a debtor and his 
creditors (made out of court) to refuse to be bound by the arrangement, 
when he discovers that some of the creditors who have asa nted to the 
arrangement have been induced todo ao by a — of the debtor, or of a 
third pereon with his knowledge, that they shal receive a paymentin addition 
to the composition. Tho debtor, who was q surgeon, summoned 4 meoting 








of his creditors, and at the meeting a resolution was passed and signed 
a number of the creditors ‘‘ that the debtor enter into eaanse 
secure one-half of his future income for his creditors, undertaking as 
pe tore Mad grees Tag 4 them a sum equal to 10s. in the the 
undersigned agreeing to recommend the acceptance of the e; and, 
further, that if such dividend be paid within eight years, a discharge be given. 
The terms of the deed to be settled by a committee to be appointed for that 
p .’ A committee ee was —— and with their 
approval a deed was Pp carry out Pigg eyggtoay ent. 
The deed purpo to be made between e ‘ites’ ans 
persons as trustees, and the creditors who would be entitled to prove 
under an adjudication of bankruptcy against the debtor, founded on a 
petition filed on the day of the date of the deed, and who should execute 
the deed. The deed was executed by the debtor, the trustees, and a 
number of the creditors. By the deed the creditors, in consideration of 
the covenants therein contained on the part of the debtor, granted 
him a licence from thenceforth for the term of eight years 
to exercise his profession, and that they respectively 
would not, during the continuance of the licence, sue, attach, 
or molest the debtor, his estate or effects, for or in respect of any 
debt provable under the deed, and that the deed might be pleaded as a 
defence to any action or ey by oron behalf of any of thecreditors 
in breach of this covenant. There was a power for the trustees to revoke 
the licence in certain events, among which were the committing of an act 
of bankruptcy by the debtor, or a breach of any of his covenants 
contained in the deed, and upon the revocation of the licence the 
creditors were to be remitted to their original remedies. The debtor 
covenanted (inter alia) that he would from time to time, during the con- 
tinuance of the deed, pay to the trustees, or permit them to receive, a 
moiety of his gross professional earnings, and it was provided that the 
trustees should apply the moneys coming to their hands (after paying 
costs and expenses) in paying in full the debts of the debtor provable 
under the deed, which would be payable in full in bankruptcy, and then in 
paying a dividend of 10s. in the pound on the other debts, which would be 
provable in bankruptcy. The surplus was to be paid to the debtor. Each 
creditor was to prove his debt as in bankruptcy. If, before the 
end of the eight a all the debts which would have been — in fall 
in bankruptcy should have been fully paid, and a dividend of 10s. in the 
und should have been paid to the other creditors, the debtor was to 
$4 thenceforth absolutely released from the debts provable under the 
deed. T., one of the creditors who had executed the deed, afterwards 
served the debtor with a bankruptcy notice in respect of his debt. It 
appeared that several creditors who had executed the deed after T., had 
had been induced to do so by payments on account of their debts, made 
to them by the debtor’s brother, with the knowledge of the debtor. The 
debtcr applied to the court to set aside the bankruptcy notice, on the 
ground that T. was bound by the deed. Mr. i Hazlitt refused 
the application, and the Court of Appeal (Brerr, M.R., and Baccattay 
and Bowen, L.JJ.) affirmed his decision. Brerr, M.R., said that tle deed, 
not having been entered into under any statutory provision, could only 
bind those creditors who chose to execute it or adopt it in some other way. 
The respondent was not induced to enter into the deed by any fraudulent 
representation made to him before he signed it. The question was, what 
was the effect of such a deed as between the debtor and those creditors 
who did execute it. It was not denied that, if the deed had been entered 
into under the provisions of a statute, such a secret bargain with some of 
the creditors would have made it voidable by every one of the creditors. 
It was of the very essence of a composition of this kind that all the 
creditors who came in under it obliged themselves to each other, and the 
debtor obliged himself to every one of them, that, so far as he was coa- 
cerned, all of them should come in upon a footing of equality. This was 
implied in the very nature of the transaction, and if it was carried out by 
a deed, unless there was something in the deed clearly contrary to it, this 
became an implied condition of the deed, and, if there was any breach of 
it, the deed became voidable by every creditor who had executed it. This 
general principle was applicable to such a deed, whether it was executed 
under a statutory provision or not. The groundsof the ciple were well 
stated in Deughsh v. Tennent (15 W. R. 196, L. R. 2 Q. B. 49). One of 
the grounds was that the creditors would not enter into such an agree- 
ment if they did not assume that all who came in under it were to be on a 
footing of aechate equality. If this was not so, they were deceived, and 
the case of Knight v. Hwat (5 Bing. 432) showed that it was immaterial 
whether the bribery of some of the creditors was to be carried 
out at the expense of the debtor himself, or at the expense 
of a third person with the kmowledge of the debtor. If 
any creditor obtained an advantage from sourea, he had 
broken the faith on which the deed was entered Into, and any other 
creditor was entitled to treat the deed as wold. Baeoattay, LJ, said that 
the principle applicable to these deeds did not depend on any Rank 
ruptcy Act, but on the general law. creditor who executed such 
deed stipulated for good faith between the debtor and the whole body 
the creditors. If the execution of the deed by one of the creditors had 
obtained by a bribe, that was contrary to good faith. Bowsx, LJ, sai 
that the case must be dealt with on the principles of the common law, 
An insolvent was entitled to enter into any arrangement he pleased with 
his creditors, provided that he did not infringe any statate, or the rales 
of ordinary good faith. In an ordinary case, a composition meant that 
doch exedine® aguend to Susage « gut af SD Se consent of each 
it 
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creditor who came in under the arrangement a consideration 
consent of the others. It followed that it was of the very essence of such a 
transaction that all who took in it acted on the faith and ander 
standing that they came in on of equality, and 

private destroying that equality, If there 
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that one creditor was not to be dealt with equally, but was to have an ad- 
vantage, that was a breach of faith which struck at the root of the arrange- 
ment and destroyed it.—Counse, Cooper Willis, Q.C., and F. Cooper Willis ; 
HI. Reed. Souscrrons, Bird § Moore ; Ross § Co. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Kenwrn Hosxrxs Fryer, solicitor, of Gloucester, has been ap- 

inted a Magistrate for that city. Mr. Fryer was admitted a solicitor in 

838. He was formerly town clerk of Gloucester, and clerk to the county 
magistrates, and he has since filled the post of mayor of the city. 


Mr. Frepericx THomas Taxaueray, solicitor, of Woburn and Ampthill, 
has been appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at Leighton Buzzard. 
Mr. Tanqueray was admitted a solicitor in 1873. He is clerk to the 
Commissioners of Taxes for the Redlinstoke and Flitt Divisions. 


Mr. Wri11am Exterxer Harr, barrister, who has been appointed to 
officiate as a Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Calcutta, is the 
third son of Mr. William Hart, of Fahian, Donegal, and was born in 
1846. He was educated at St. John’s College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated as a junior optime in 1867, and he was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1871. He has been for several years 
chief judge of the Small Cause Court at Bombay. 


Mr. Freperick Woop, solicitor, of Bristol, Axbridge, and Wrington, 
has been appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at Axbridge, and 
Clerk to oy Commissioners of Taxes for the ‘Wrington Division of 
Somersetshire, on the resignation of his partmer, Mr. Charles John 
Simmons. Mr. Wood was admitted a solicitor in 1879. 


Mr. Ricuarp Everarp Wesstzr, Q.C., M.P., who has been appointed 
Attorney-General, is the second son of the late Mr. Thomas Webster, 
Q.C., and was born in 1842. He was educated at the Charterhouse, and 
was formerly scholar of Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated 
as a wrangler, and also in the third class of the Classical Tripos in 1865. 
He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1868, and ke 
has practised on the South-Eastern Circuit, He became a Queen’s 
Counsel in 1878. The Attorney-General is a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. 


Mr. Avevustus Kzprset Steruenson, C.B., Solicitor to the Treasury 
and Queen’s Proctor, has been created a Civil Knight Commander of the 
Order of the Bath. Sir A. Stephenson is the eldest son of Mr. Henry 
Frederick Stephenson, and was bern in 1827. He was educated at Caius 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated as a junior optime in 1849. He 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn, in Hilary Term, 1852, and formerly 

ised on the Norfolk Circuit. He was for several years recorder of 
the borough of Bedford, and in 1870 he was appointed Assistant-Solicitor 
to the Treasury. He acted for some time as Registrar of Friendly 
Societies, and became Solicitor to the Treasury in 1875, Queen’s Proctor 
in 1877, and Director-General of Public Prosecutions in 1884. He was 
created a Civil Companion of the Order of the Bath in 1883. 


Sir Hesry Tuvrstan Hortann, Bart., K.C.M.G., M.P., who has been 
pointed Financial Secretary to the Treasury, is the eldest son of Sir 
Sos Holland, M.D. He was born in 1825, and succeeded to the 
baronetcy on his father’s death in 1869. He was educated at Harrow and 
at Trinity College, Cambridge ; was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Michaelmas Term, 1849, and formerly practised on the Northern 
Circuit. He was secretary to the Common Law Commission, legal 
adviser to the Colonial Office from 1867 til] 1870, and Assistant Under- 
of State for the colonies from 1870 till 1874, when he was elected 

M.P. for Midburst in the Conservative interest. Sir H. Holland is a 
bencher of the Inner Temple and a deputy-lieutenant for the county of 
Middlesex. He was created a Knight Commander of the Order of St. 
Michael and St. George in 1879. 


Mr. Wiru1am Karz, LL.D., Q.C., Assistant:Under-Secretary of State 
for Ireland, has received the Honour of Knighthood. Sir W. Kaye is the 
son of Mr. George Kaye, of Markethill. Armagh. He was called to the 
bar in Ireland in 1855, and he became a Queen’s Counselin 1877. He was 

inted Assistant Under-Secretary and clerk to the Privy Council in 
Ireland in 1879. Sir W. Kaye is a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for 
the counties of Dublin and Armagh. 


Mr. Jons Marne Corres, barrister, has been appointed Secretary to the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland. Mr. Colles was called to the bar at Dublin 
in 1880. He is a member of the Leicester Circuit. 


Mr. Jou~ Ccrzox Moone Srevens, barrister, who has been elected 
M.P. for North Devonshire in the Conservative interest, is the son of the 
Ven. John Moore Stevens, Archdeacon of Exeter, and was born in 1818. 
He was educated at Winchester and at Christ Church, Oxford, and he 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1844. Mr. 
Stevens is a istrate end deputy-lieutenant for Devonshire, of which 
county he was high sheriff in 1870. 


Mr. Cnaxntes Bettey Srvant Worttey, barrister, M.P., who has been 
—— Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department, is the son 

the Right Hon. James Archibald Stuart Wortley, Q.C., Recorder of 
London, and was born in 1351. He was educated at Rugby and at 
Balliol , Oxtord, where he graduated second class in jurisprudence 
fm 1874. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in January, 1876, 
and he has practised on the North-Eastern Circuit, and at the West 
Riding, Leeds, and Sheffield Sessions. Mr. Wortley was sectetary to the 





Royal Commission on the Sale of Benefices, and he has been M.P. for 
Sheffield in the Conservative interest since April, 1880. 


Mr. Hucx Hoimes, Q.C., who has been appointed Attorney-General and 
a Privy Councillor for Ireland, and has been elected M.P. for the Uni- 
versity of Dublin in the Conservative interest, was educated at Trini 
College, Dublin. He was called to the bar in Ireland in 1865, and he 
became a Queen’s Counsel in 1877. He was Solicitor-General for Ireland 
pay? gg till 1880, and he was elected a bencher of the King’s Inns 
in ; 


Mr. Joun Monnox, Q.C., who has been appointed Solicitor-General 
for Ireland, is an M.A. of the Queen’s University in Ireland. He was 
called to the bar at Dublin in 1863, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 
1877. He has practised on the North-East Circuit, and he was Legal 
Adviser to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland from 1878 till 1880. 

H. Herzert, of 10, Cork-street, Burlington-gardens, W.; 


Mr. W. 
solicitor, has been elected Master of the Worshipful Company of Farriers 
of London for the ensuing year. 


Mr. Purur 8. Levy, solicitor, of Harrington-chambers, 24, North John- 
street, Liverpool, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths 
in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 


Wittram Braptey and JoserH Henry Jonzs, solicitors (Bradley & 
Jones), Cardiff. May 30 


Rozert Batreson Drxon BrapsHaw and Sovurucotz Micuart STeruen 
TowNsEND, solicitors (Bradshaw & Townsend), Barrow-in-Furness. May 
15. 

Puitre Samver Levy and James Dowtine, solicitors (Levy & Dowling), 
Liverpool. June 24. 


Wu. Barnes Tarrant and Henry Percevan Macxrett, solicitors 
(Tarrant & Mackrell), 2, Bond-court, Walbrook, London. June 24. The 
business will in future be carried on under the same style or firm by the 
said Henry Perceval Mackrell. [ Gazette, June 26,] 








SOCIETIES. 


LAW ASSOCIATION, 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors held ut the hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society, on Thursday, July 2, the following being 
present—viz., Mr. Boodle (chairman), and Messrs. Desborough, jun., 
Hedger, Nisbet, Smith, Styan, Spencer Whitehead, and A. B. Carpenter 
(secretary), grants of £40 were made to widows of non-members, and £25 
to a member, and the ordinary general business was transacted. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, 
OrpeER AN TO Fers anp Per-CentTacEs. 


I, THE RIGHT HONOURABLE ROUNDELL, EARL OF SELBORNE, 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, Do, by virtue of the powers vested 
in me by the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, prescribe that the fees and per- 
centages in the scale hereto annexed shall, from and after the first day 
of July, 1885, be the fees and —— to be charged for or in respect 
of proceedings under the said Act, and shall be taken in any Court having 
jurisdiction in cg ae and in any office connected with any such 
Court, and in the B of Trade and any office connected therewith, and 
by any officer paid wholly or partly out of public money attached to any 
such Court or to the Board of Trade. ° Sz.zorneg, C. 

Dated the 15th day of June, 1885. 


SCALE OF FEES AND PER-CENTAGES. 


Taste A, 
Amount. 

£ 8s. d. 
Every declaration by a debtor of inability to pay his debts 05 0 
Every bankruptcy notice , , ° ° ; ‘ 05 0 
Every bankruptcy petition ° ° ‘ 5 : 5 0 0 
Every bond with sureties . ‘ ° , ° « 010 0 
Every affidavit filed, other than proof of debts . ‘ . oF 2 

Every subpona or summons under section 27, not exceeding 
three persons 05 0 


For ca affidavit or an affirmation, : or attestation, upon 
honour in lieu of an affidavit or a declaration, except for proof 
of debts, for each person making the same 


So 
— 
oa 


And in addition thereto for each exhibit therein referred to 
and required to be marked J ° ° ’ ‘ ‘ - 010 
On every proof of debt above £2 . ‘ 010 


For every witness sworn and examined by an officer of the 
Court or Board of Trade in his office, unless otherwise 
provided, including oath, for each hour or part ofan hour . 010 @ 












ens, W., 
Farriers 


th John. 
er Oaths 


idley & 


TEPHEN 
May 


wling), 


icitors 
he 

oy the 

6. ] 


f the 
ein g 
‘un., 
nter 
£25 


E, 


re 
ay 
ct 
4 

















July 4, 1885. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. $95 
For an examination of witnesses by any such officer away from For the official receiver as interim receiver of the of a 
the office (in addition to reasonable travelling and other ex- debtor under section 10 in to the percentage ie on real- 
penses) per day - . ° ° a A ° - 3 0 0O| izations :— £8. 4. 
Every petition under section 125 and every order of administra- Where the order for an interim receiver is in force for less than 
tion under section 125 (4) ofthe Act . . é . - 5 0 0} fourteen po ; . mere . Pee ry ee 
Every special proxy or votingpaper .. , 2 ° - © O 1 | Where the order is in force for a period . ‘ ° - 5600 
Every receiving order under section 103 ofthe Act . . . 5 0 0O| These fees are to be payable by creditor making the app . 
Every application for an order of discharge, including expense and not to be paid where a recei' order follows upon the 
otGesttting .. .*« «+ » * Sep npes- . - « 110 0] petition in respect of which the for an interim receiver has 
ane Se oh enoiine to : Sal iit be 8 010 — . tite al si 
Every application to the Court un sections an m every payment under section of money bankruptcy 
claore a scheme, a fee computed at the following rates on estates account three pence on each pound or fraction of a pound to be 
the gross amount of the estimated assets—viz., £1 on the first charged as follows :— 
£100 or fraction of £100, and 5s. on each £25 or fraction of Where the money consists of unclaimed dividends, on each dividend 
£25 above £100 up to £5,000, and 2s. 6d. on each £25 or paid out: 
fraction of £25 above that amount. _ Where the money consists of undistributed funds or balances, on the 
Every application to the court under sections 18 and 23 to amount paid out. £8. d. 
approve a composition, a fee computed at the follo rates For each notice to a creditor of a meeting . ° R are, Fe 
on the gross amount of the composition—viz., £1 on the first For each notice to a creditor of an adjourned meeting 7 . 00 6 
£100 or fraction of £100, and 5s. on each £25 or fraction of Room for meeting or adjourned meeting of creditors summoned 
£25 above £100 up to £5,000, and 2s. 6d. on each £25 or by official receiver, for each creditor to whom notice has been 
eee ss £25 above poet ——. by petiti dias — ns such a ar eee ee ee: F : oe ae 
Every application for search other than oner, e, velling, keeping ion, oO reasonable expenses 0: 
bankrupt, or officer of the Court . A . . > - 0 1 O| _ Official receiver, the amount disbursed. 
Every application to the Court, except by the official receiver . 0 5 0 | For official stationery, books, and forms, each estate, for every 
Every office copy, each folio of 72 words . ‘ ° . « Ee fifty creditors, or less e . . ‘ ‘ . : on 8s 
On every record of trial ° ° ° ° ° " 5 0 0 
Or such less sum as the court may specially order. Taste E. 
Every allocatur by any officer of the Court for any costs, For every order of administration under section 122, two i in 
charges, or disbursements, the pound on the total amount of the debts scheduled from time to time, 
Where the amount allowed shall not exceed £4 . e . - 0 2 0] excluding any fraction of a pound in such total. 
Where the amount exceeds £4 for every £2 allowed or a fraction 
ee Ge ee es ne Tae aca gh Oe Taste F. 
The fees and allowances payable on proceedings had after the first da: 
’ Tanta B. ‘ £6. 4. | of July, 1885, in respect of any matter which was pending in any Court 
Every application to an official receiver to appoint a special having jurisdiction in bankruptcy on the thirty-first day of December, 
manager. . + « + -« « « .« + . 0 5 | 1883, shall be the same as if those p ings been taken before such 
Every application by a committee of inspection to the Board of last-mentioned day, and shall be applied to the same Lar sq Provided 
Trade for a local banking account . , + treat - 1 0 O]| that where the official receiver acts as trustee under the provisions of 
Every order of the Board of Trade for a local banking account . 2 0 0 | sections 159, 160, and 161, the fees payable shall be :— 


On one copy of the cash book, showing assets realized, forwarded for 
audit by the official receiver or trustee to the Board of Trade, a fee accord- 
ing to the following scale on the ss amount of the assets realized and 
brought to credit, viz.: £1 on the first £100 or fraction of £100, and 5s. on 
each £25 or fraction of £25 above £100 up to £5,000, and 2s. 6d. on each 
£25 or fraction of £25 above that amount. Provided that, where a fee 
has been taken on an application under sections 18 or 23, the amount 
thereof shall be deducted from this fee. 

Every application under section 162 to the Board of Trade for payment 
of money out of the bankruptcy estates account, 2s. 6d. 


Taste C. 


High Bailiff attending Court, each sitting . ° . ‘ é 
Serving every bankruptcy notice, bankruptcy petition, or 
subpeena within two miles, including affidavit of service . ° 
Executing every warrant of seizure, or search warrant, or 
warrant of apprehension, or order of commitment within two 
miles of Court . ‘ ° . . . . ° " : 
Keeping possession under a warrant, for each day the man is 
actually in possession ; including affidavit of possession being 
actually kept . ° : . ° ° . ° . fe 
(not less than 3s, 6d. of the above sum is to be paid to the 
man in possession, and his —— produced.) 

High Bailiff’s, or (in the London B ptcy District) officer's, 
man, travelling to place of possession, or to execute a warrant 
of or order of commitment, or to serve asummons or subpoena, 
or for any other purpose specially directed by the Court, per 
mile . . ; ‘ . ° . ° ° ° ° ° 

His time, per day, where distance exceeds 10 miles . 

His —— per day . ‘ ‘ ‘ . ° ‘ . ‘ 

If High Bailiff of a County Court or bankruptcy officer of 
Supreme Court directed by the Court personally to travel, per 
mile . ° ° ; ° ° . ° . ° F . 

If High Baikiff of a County Court or bankruptcy officer of 
Supreme Court directed by the Court personally to travel, his 
time, per ro A ; P ‘ . $ ‘ a ‘ 4 . 

If High Bailiff of a County Court or bankruptcy officer of 
Supreme Court directed by the Court personally to travel, his 
expenses, perday . ° ° ‘ ° ° 


d. 


o oh 


8. 
2 0 
3 6 


010 0 


ooo 
eh Oo 
DOr 


0 10 


o 


010 0 


. . . 


Taste D. 


On the net assets realized or brought to credit by the official receiver, 
whether acting as receiver, or trustee, or by any trustee appointed by the 
Board of Trade under section 21 after poe yong, nd sums paid to secured 
creditors in respect of their securities and not g@ assets received and 
spent in carrying on the business of the debtor, a percentage according to 
the following scale :— 


(1.) For realizations by him, the same scale as in realizations under 
Table D. ; 
(2.) For distribution ;— 


On amounts not ing £1,000 . ;: : Two per cent. 
» above 21,000 ay i if 


The official receiver shall also be allowed all proper out of pocket 
expenses. Where he executes conveyance or transacts any legal or 
other business at the instance of parties, the parties interested shall 
be required pod for his time occupied and for that of his clerks accord- 
ing to such scale as the Board of Trade may from time to time prescribe, 
and to pay all legal or other necessary expenses incurred by him. 

We, the undersigned Lords Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury, 
do hereby sanction the foregoing scales of fees and per-centages, and do 
direct that the fees to be taken by stamps shall be those mentioned in 
Tables A. and B., and that the fees mentioned in Tables C., D., E., and 
F. shall be taken in money, —— that such of the fees and allowances 
referred to in Table F. as have hitherto been taken by stamps shall con- 
tinue to be taken by stamps; the stamps to be used shall be Bankruptcy 
fee stamps, with the ex on of the penny stamp on every 

a or voting paper, which may be a Postage and Inland Revenue 
stamp. 

And we further direct that wherever practicable the stamp shall be 
affixed or the money paid in respect of every fee mentioned in Tables A., 
B., C., D., and F., before the proceeding is had in respect of which the 
fee is payable, and that the charge to be made by the London Gazette for 
the insertion of each notice authorized by the Act or Rules shall be five 
shillings. Hveu C, E. Curipers. 
Dated the 15th day of June, 1885. Hernert J. GLapsTone. 


ORDER AS TO STAMPS. 


Onper as to the Fees and Per-Cen’ which are required to be taken for 
Bankruptcy Proceedings in the High Court of Justice and Court of 
Appeal by means of stamps, amending the previous Order on the same 
subject, published in the supplement to the London Gazette of the 28th 
December, 1883. 
Whereas by section three of the Public Offices Fees Act, 1879, it is pro- 
vided that the Treasury may from time to time make and when made, 
revoke, alter, and add to, regulations for all or any of the following pur- 
poses respecting eae 0 CO Seve Sea ee so > aa > 
(1.) Sedition the manner in which the fees in money are 
( 4 be taken, — pra See paid over. ond the 
2.) Determining the use or adhesive stamps, 
) Regulating th a eng _ bing the application 
(3. ng the use stam i 
thereof to documents from time to } use, and requiring 
documents to be used for the purpose of such stamps. 
Provided that so far as they relate to the office of any Court of Law, 
oF shall be made with the consent of the Lord Chancellor. mes 
ow we, the undersigned, being two of the Londs of Her Majesty's 
Treasury, do, with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor, hereby give 
notice and order and direct :— 





On the first £500 or fraction thereof £6 per cent. 
»» next £500 + * ° £5 m 
” ” £2,000 ” ” . . . £4 ” 
” ” £2,000 ” ” bs ° £3 ” 
” » £5,000 ” ” ‘ : ° £2 ” 
Above £10,000 ,, ” , ' él ” 








That from and after the first day of July, 1885, in lieu of any regula. 
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tions on the subject heretofore in force, the stamps used for denoting the 


fees and percen 
far as they are payable in 
Justice and Court of Appeal, 


The adhesive stamps herein re: 


_—s with the word 


to 


tages described in the schedule hereto subjoined shall, so 

proceedings in the High Court of 
of the character and be applied and other- 
wise dealt with as prescribed by such schedule. 


And we do further enjoin 
that this Order shall be binding on all Courts, Officers, and persons whom 
such regulations may in any way aff 


ect. 
ferred to shall be of the description over- 
‘* Bankruptcy,’”’ except where otherwise provided. 


ey shall be cancelled by the various Court or other officials by perfora- 
tion or in such manner as the Commissioners of Inland Revenue may from 


time to time direct. 


ter as the said Commissioners may adopt for the purpose. 
The official forms with impressed or adhesive stamps (as the case may 
roceedings herein referred to may be 


be) required in respect of any 
obtained at the Inland Revenue 


ffices, Royal Courts of Justice. 


The impressed stamps also shall be of such charac- 


Persons 


may, however, in addition have their own forms stamped at that office or 
at the corresponding office at Somerset House. 


The Scuepvute above referred to. 





| 
Document to 
be Stamped. | 


Character of 
Stamp 
to be used. 


Regulations 
an 
Observations. 





Every declaration by a debtor of 
inability to pay his debts 

Every bankruptcy notice 

Every bankruptcy petition. 

Every bond with sureties . ; 

Every affidavit filed other than 
proof of debts 

Every subpena or 
under section 27 


summons 


For taking an affidavit or an | 


affirmation, or attestation upon 
honour, in lieu of an affidavit 
or a declaration, except for 
proof of debts ; and in addition 
thereto for each exhibit therein 
referred to 

Every proof of debt above £2 


For every witness sworn and ex- 
amined by an officer of the 


Court or Board of Trade in his 


office 

For an examination of witnesses 
by any such officer away from 
the office 

Every petition under section 125 
of the Act, and every order of 
administration under section 
125 (4) 


Every special proxy or voting | 


paper 


Every receiving order 
section 103 of the Act 

Every application for an order of 
dischar, 


under 


ge 
And for each creditor to be 
notified 


Every application to the Court 
under sections 18 and 23 to 
approve a scheme 

Every application to the Court 
under sections 18 and 23 to 
approve a composition 

Every application for search 
other than by petitioner, 
trustee, bankrupt, or officer of 
the Court 

Every a to the Court, 
except by the Official Receiver 

Every office copy 


Every record of trial 

Every allocatur by any officer of 
the Court for any costs, 
charges, or disbursements 





Declaration | Impressed 


Notice 
Petition 
Bond 
Affidavit . 


Supeena or | 


summons 
Affidavit . 


Proof 


Application 


orexamin- | 


ation 


Impressed 
Impressed 
Impressed 
Impressed 





or adhesive 


Impressed 


Impressed | 
| 


or adhesive | 


Impressed | 
or adhesive | 
Impressed 
or adhesive 


| Application | Impressed 
orexamin- | 


| Petition or ; 





ation 
order 
Proxy or 
voting pa- 
per 
Order 
Application 


Application 


Application 


Application 


Search 


Application 


Office copy 


Record 
Allocatur . 


or adhesive 


Impressed 


Impressed 
or adhesive 


Impressed 
Impressed 


Adhesive ex- 
cept where 
number ex- 
ceeds 20 

Impressed 


Impressed 


Impressed 


Impressed 


Impressed 
or adhesive 
Impressed 
Impressed 
or adhesive 








A Postage or 
Inland Re- 
venue stamp 
may be used 








Hveu C. E. Curmpers, 
Hernert J. GLApsTone, 
Two of the Lords of Her Majesty’s Treasury. 
Dated the 15th day of June, 1885. 
I concur in this Order, 
SeLrorne, OC, 
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OBITUARY. 


SIR WILLIAM ROBERT SEYMOUR VESEY FITZGERALD, 
G.C.S.I1, 


The Right Hon. Sir William Robert Seymour Vesey Fitzgerald, 
G.C.8.I., Chief Commissioner of Charities, died at 29, Warwick-square 
on the 28th ult. Sir Seymour Fitzgerald was the son of the second 
Lord Fitzgerald and Vesey. He was born in 1817, and was educated at 
Oriel College, Oxford. He obtained the Newdegate Prize for English 
Verse in 1835, and graduated second class in classics and third class in 
mathematics in 1837. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Hilary Term, 1839, and formerly practised on the Northern Circuit. He 
was elected M.P. for Horsham in the Conservative interest in 1848, but 
was afterwards unseated on petition; but he was again returned for that 
borough. He held the office of Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (in the Earl of Derby’s second Government) from February, 1858, 
till June, 1859, and in that capacity he rendered valuable service in 
improving the passport system. He lost his seat in 1865, and in the 
following year he was appointed Governor of Bombay, and was sworn in 
a Privy Councillor. He was created a Knight Grand Cross of the Order 
of the Star of India in 1866, and returned to England in 1872. In 1874 
he was returned for Horsham for the third time, but retired from 
Parliamentary life in the following year on being appointed Chief Com- 
missioner of Charities. Sir S. Fitzgerald was married, in 1817, to the 
daughter of Dr. Edward Seymour, but he became a widower in 1865. 





MR. LEWIS VINCENT SHIRLEY. 

Mr. Lewis Vincent Shirley, solicitor, of Cardiff, died on the 23rd ult. 
Mr. Shirley was born in 1828. He was admitted a solicitor in 1859, and 
had since practised at Cardiff. He was for many years in partnership with 
Mr. William Charles Luard, who was registrar of the Diocese of Llandaff 
and county treasurer for Glamorganshire, and who died only a few months 
ago. Mr. Shirley was a perpetual commissioner, and he had an important 
private practice. He was for twenty-five years solicitor and agent for the 
Marquis of Bute’s Welsh estates. He was the principal Conservative agent 
for the borough of Cardiff. Mr. Shirley was buried in Llandaff Cathedral 
on the 27th ult. His eldest son, Mr. Lewis James Shirley, was admitted 
a solicitor in 1883. 





SIR ADOLPHUS LIDDELL, K.C.B., Q.C. 

The Hon. Sir Adolphus Frederick Octavius Liddell, K.C.B., Q.C., 
Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department, died on the 25th ult., in 
his sixty-seventh year. Sir A. Liddell was the youngest son of the first Lord 
Ravensworth, and was born in 1818. He was educated at Eton, and at 
Christ Church, Oxford, where he graduated third class in classics in 1838, 
and he was afterwards elected a fellow of All Souls College. He was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple, in Hilary Term, 1844, and practised 
for many years on the Northern Circuit. He became'a Queen’s Counsel in 
1861. In 1867 he was appointed Permanent Under-Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, and he held that office till his death. He was 
created a Civil Knight Commander of the Order of the Bath in 1880. Sir 
A. Liddell was a bencher of the Inner Temple, of which society he was 
treasurer in 1875, and a deputy-lieutenant for the county of Durham. 
He was married, in 1843, to the youngest daughter of Mr. George 
Lane-Fox, of Bramhan, Yorkshire, but he had been for many years a 
widower. His only son, Mr. Adolphus George Charles Liddell, was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1872, and is a member of 
the North-Eastern Circuit. 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


June 25.—Royal Assent. 

The Royal assent was given by Commission to the following Bills :— 
Princess Beatrice Annuity; Public Health and Local Government Con- 
ferences ; Redistribution of Seats; Burial Boards (Contested Elections) ; 
Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit Company, Limited (Delivery 
Warrants); Central Argentine Railway Company (Limited); Fulwood 
Local Board ; Albert Palace; Liverpool and Birkenhead Subway (Exten- 
sion of Time) ; Elham Valley Railway ; North Cornwail Railway; Airdrie 
Burgh Extension; Coatbridge Burgh ; Maidstone Waterworks ; Oswestry 
(Corporation) Water and Markets; Dore and Chinley Railway; East 
London Railway; Lincoln Corporation Gas Purchase; Barrington's 
Hospital Amendment ; gammarch and Neath and Brecon Junction 
Railway; London Riverside Fish Market; Woking Water and Gas; 
Liverpool Cathedral; Ward’s City of London School for Girls; South- 
port and Cheshire Lines Extension Railway; Isle of Axholme Railway ; 
and several Provisional Orders Confirmation Bills. 

Bill Read a Second Time. 

Friendly Scieties Act (1875) Amendment. 

Bill in Committee, 

Yorkshire Registries. 

Bills Read a Third Time. 

Parvate Brrts.—Cart Navigation ; London, Brighton, and South Coast 
—w: Lancashire and Yorkehire Railway ; Eqst Indiqgn Unclaimed 

tocks, 
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June 26.—Bills Read a Third Time. 

Puaivate Brrts.—Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon-Avon Junc- 
tion Railway; Midland Railway (Additional Powers); London and 
North-Western Railway; Selby and Mid-Yorkshire Union Railway ; 
Metropolitan Railway. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


June 24.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Private Birt.—Hebburn Quay and Landing Place. 
Bilis Read a Third Time. 
Private Bitts.—Canada North - West Land Company; Longton 
Corporation; Northern Railway of Buenos Ayres Company ; Corporation 
of London Tower Bridge. 


June 25.—Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Brrt.—Sunderland Corporation. 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
RoTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. APPE ee CouRT —. ~ even V. C. Bacon. Mr. Y 
Mon., J uly 6 Mr. Pe ~ Mr. Gloves Mr. Pugh Mr. Ward 
Tuesday .. 7 Ward Koe Lavie Pemberton 
MI et ivnve Ss Koe Clowes Pugh ard 
Thursday.. 9 Clowes Koe Lavie = alae 
Friday ...... 10 Carrington Clowes Pugh 
Saturday 11 Jackson Koe Lavie } 5 

Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
CHITTY. NORTH. PEARSON. 
Monday, July ...sc0..... . Mr. Jackson Mr. Beal Mr. King 
/ ea Carrington Leach Farrer 
Wednesday posskeemeGivkece 3 Jackson Beal King 
ea 9 Carrington Leach Farrer 
I incistecdesicid<toidsioees 10 Jackson Beal King 
Saturday ............0... 11 Carrington Leach Farier 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


QveeEn’s Bencn Drviston. 
Trinity Sittings, 1885.—Addenda to Crown Paper. 
Derbys ire, Alfreton—Breedon v The Butterley Co 
Glouceste rshire, Bristol—Wall v The Mayor, &c, of Bristol and ors 
Met Pol Dist—Perkins and Homer v Gingell 
Derbyshire—Eley v Lytle 
Kent, Bromley—Wootton v Lawrenc? 
Middlesex, Central Criminal Court —The Queen v Cruikshank 
Bedfordshire, Luton—Kelly and Wife v Pike 
Liverpool—The Queen v Aspinall, Esq, Recorder, &c, and anr (de 15, 
Limekiln-lane) 
Same—Same v Same (de 27, &c, Limekiln-lane) 
Same—Same v Same (de 50, &c, Summer Seat) 
Same—Same v Same (de 71, &c, Gildart’s-gardens) 
Yorkshire, Leeds—The Queen v Registrar of County Court of Yorkshire 
holden at Leeds and Copping 
Middlesex, Central Criminal Court—The Queen v Legg 
Berkshire—The Queen v Inhabitants of Parish of Steventon and ors 
Hampshire, Petersfield—Prior v L. and S. W. Ry. Co 
oo <\~ queens of Dorchester Union vy Guardians of Weymouth 
nion 
Glamorganshire, Pontypridd—Wales v‘Thomas 
Essex, West Ham—Hedges & Son v London and St Katherine Docks Co 
Lincolnshire, Bower—Hemstock and ors v Hunt and ors 
Derby—Whitaker vy Derby Urban Sanitary Authority 
Bolton—Smith v Butler 
Lancashire, Ashton-under-Lyne and Stalybridge—Tomlinson v Ashworth, 
Hadwen & Co 
Staffordshire, Newcastle-under-Lyme—Brown and ors v Butterley Coal 
and TIxon Co and ors 
Cambridgeshire, March—Woolerson v Stimpson 
Lancashire, Liverpool—Welch v L. and N. W. R 
Suffolk, Mildenhall—Smith & Oliver v Soames (iciekwood and ors claimants) 
Middlesex—Bettesworth v Allingham 
Yorkshire, W. R.—Dewsbury, &c Waterworks v Penistone Union 
Derby—Hall v Urban Sanitary Authority of Derby 
Middlesex, Clerkenwell—Preece v Gilling (Hepworth claimant) 
Surrey, Southwark—Grogan v London and Manchester Insurance Co 
Glamorganshire—The Queen v Gibbon and ors Jj, &c and anr 
Yorkshire, Leeds—Oooke v Boggett 
Essex, Rochford and Southend—Perry v Clark 
Met. Pol. Dist.—Bewes v Wond 











PR none 8 Gazette announces that the Queen has directed Letters Patent 
under the Great Seal, granting the dignity of a Baron of the 

Unit Kingdom to Sir Hardinge Stanley iffard, and to the heirs male of 
his body, by the title of Baron Halsbury, of Halsbury, in the county of 


COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock a. 


LOMITED IN 
CartTaGo, LIMITED.—Petition for winding up my regen iiranted June 19, directed to be 
neat oe before Kay, J., on July 4. oldorn viaduct, solicitor for the 
petitio: 
STEAMSHIP." “Sarna” Company, Luwirep.—Petition for Lining up, presented 
20, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Saturday, July 4. Ingle- 
dow foul Co, Fenchurch st, solicitors for the petitioners 
[ Gazette, June 26.} 


CasTtE EDEN STEAMSHIP CoMPANY, LIMITED.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
be h Ee. 


sented June pod directed to eard before ease, V0., on July 11. 
and Co, Austin Friars, solicitors for “ petition 
CORPORATION OF SOUTH AUSTRALIAN COPPER Mines, Liurrep.—Creditors are 
soquinen, on oF etree Oot Sy So sna ‘hake pamee ond on and the par- 


ticulars 6 f their debts or claims, to mry Kendrick, 1°, Pancras 
ow, Fe ‘Nov sb at 11, is appointed for mz and adjudicating uw upon the debts 


Galery THEATRE Company, LmuiTeD.—By an order made by Pearson. J., dated 
June 20, it was ordered I that the company be wound up. Goldring, White Lion 


st, solicitor for the nll 

Hammond Etecrric Licut WER SUPPLY COMPANY, LIMITED. — 
order made by Kay, J., dated a une wn 30, it ‘was ordered that 4 the voluntary a 
ing . x, the company be continued. Bompas and Co, Great Winchester st, 
solicitors for the —— 

MEXICAN SILVER SYNDICATE, LimITED.—By an order made by Bacon, V.C., 
dated June 13, it was ordered that the syndicate be wound up. Thomas and 
Hick — st, solicitors for the petitioning creditors 

STEEP E TRAMWAY! a AND Works Company, LIMITED.—Petition for winding 

fare June directed to be heard before Pearson, J., on July 11. 
Webb and Co, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioners 
' Gazette, June 30.) 
Frrenpty Socretizs Disso.vep. 
CLAVERLEY UNION Society, King’s Arms, Claverley, Salop. June 19 
(Gazette, June 26.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
: LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


aS Rev James Tuomas, Ryll Court, Exmouth. Aug 1. Stamp and Son, 

oniton 

Cone Jasm, sen, Walsall, Stafford, Yeoman. July 21. Parker Rhodes, 
0 

Crosby, SAMUEL, Aston juxta Birmingham, Gent. July 31. Holden, Birming- 


CULLIS, Marta, Leamington, Warwick. Augi. Coode and Co, Bedford row 

GAKDENER, JAMES WILLIAM Grant, Rusholme, Manchester. Aug 1. Bond and 
Son, Manchester 

HARGRAVE, HENRY, Manchester, Commission Agent. July 28. Addleshaw and 
Warburton, Manchester 

Hanus, WILLIAM, Redruth, Cornwell, Merchant. July 31. Paige and Co 


Hart, THomas, Burghley villas, Finchley. July 16. cea 


Cc 
HARTLEY, ye, Commutation row, Grocer. ee and Co, 


Live 

Ho rt, pa Ripponden, Halifax. July 31. mden 

LANGFORD, EDwanD HENry, Marksbury, Som wie July 25. Darley and 
Cumberland, San st, Bedford ro 

MANLEY, J. St a Devon, Miller. and Son, Honiton 


ee, 


Mican, THomas, Gravesend, Kent, Tailor. Satya 31. Sl urst and Co, Gravesend 
PARSONS, ELIZABETS, Bath, July rs Little, Bath 
PRODGER, EDWARD Eastbourne, Builder. “Aug 1. Kirkland, Fastbourne 
, ALFRED Sussex, Innkeeper. Augi. Kirkland, Eastbourne 
Rawson, G GEORGE Epwanp, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Esq. July 31. Field 
an 
Ric CHARDS.” BRINLEY, St Mary Abbots terr, Kensington. July 31. Marshall, 
Theobald’s rd, *: inn 
SEFTON, WILLIAM FRED i Tees st, Goswell rd, Letter Sorter. July 10. 
Romain, Bishopsgate st Wi 
STANTON, SOPHIA, dee terr, pMetower of. June 23. Stanton, Caledonian rd 
THOMPSON, JOHN, Murton, York, pt 1. _— York 
WIxson, RoBEert, York, Gent. “sent 1. Cobb, York 5 =) 
une 


( Gazette, 

Breck, LEwis HENRY, Grosvenor rd, Highbury, Gent. Aug 21. Solomon, Fins- 
bury-pavement 

CHADDERTON, JOSEPH, Aahtneventee-Laen, Silk Manufacturer. Aug 31. 
Clayton and Wilson, Ashton-under-Lyn: 

CHICHESTER, AGNES, Malvern, Worcester. Aug 1. Robinson and Wilkins, 
King’s Arms-yard 

CLARKSON, Mary ANN, Leeds, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Aug 1. Simpson, 


DawE1ns, DANIEL, M: , Esq. July 31. Page, Newington Bi 

Bere tg THOMAS, Deiat hton, Boe Morcbeee July 31. re and Sons, 

HovtaxD, Witu1am, Chesterfield, Cab Proprietor. July 20. Gratton and 
a Sees terfield 








JENKINS, J. a st, Borough, Egg Merchant. July 30. Jones, 
Qualit; et, Changery an 
MAJOR, BUSANN Whitchurch. Oxford. July 31. Nicholls, Lincoln’s inn fields 


MoManvs, ELLED, Li d Leslie, ll 

fee ha oe Mgt 

Riper, Ro ROBERT | eatin Gan dae 31. “Mfattby, Mans- 

ROBERTSON, SopHIA, Bath. Augi. Bayley and Co., Potters’ an ag = 

Smpson, JOSEPH, Lancaster. July 31. Thomas Worth, 
ee ee park. Aug 10. Hughes and Co. 


6. Potter and Contre, Farnham 
Psy om | Co, Bath 


By iy July 1. Allen and Sons, 


Cailte st Soh sq 
be ALFRED. TG FS Farmer. Aug 10. Wragg, Great St. 
elen’s 


f 
STRI 
; 





Se eae ec 





Devon. 


Vicak, ELIZABETH, Elton, nr Bury, Grocer. July3i. Henry Todd, Manchester 
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WALKER, JoHN Lucas, Oxford terrace, Hyde Park, Esq. July 26. Tylee and 
Co, Essex st, Strand 
Wa ‘AUD, ELISHA, York, Gent. Sept1. Camidge, York 
WEst, Jonny, Burnle z: Lancaster, Grocer. Aug 1. as, Burnley 
ILLIAMS, SELINA ELIZABETH, Tiverton, Devon. July 8 Partridge and Cock- 
ram, Tiverton 
[ Gazette, June 26.) 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Ju pp A 6.—Mr. G. BrInstey, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold Property (see 
vertisement, this week, p. 5.) 
July 7.- Messrs. DERENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER, at the Mart, at 
2 P.M.» qpechols and Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, June 6, p. 6). 
Messrs. FAREBROTHER, ELLIs, CLARK, & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m, 
Freehold Properties (see advertisement, June 6, p. 3, and June 13, p. 548). 
July 7.—Messrs. WALTON & LEE, at Mold, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property (see ad- 
vertisement, June 6, p. 8). 
July 8.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & BOUSFIELD, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Shares (see 
lvertisement, June 27, p. 4). 
July 8.—Messrs. FULLER, Horsey, Sons, & CASSELL, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, June 27, p. 3). 
J 8.—Messrs. EDWIN pon. & & BOUSFIELD, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Shares (see 
vertisement, this week, p 
July 9.—Messrs. MovLTox My "Wx, at the Crown Hotel, Woodbridge, Freehold 
Estates (see advertisement, this week, p. 6). 
"ve 10.—Mr. Tce ee at — Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Ground Rents (see ad- 
une 2/, p. 
10. pe ont WALTON & LEE, at the Mart, at 2 p.m,, Freehold Estate (see 
vertisement, June 6, pp. 7 and 8). 











BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





DEATH. 


East Grinstead, William Austen Pearless, the 


—June 28, at Uplands, 
iiliam Pearless, of The Hermitage, East Grinstead, 


PEARLESS. 
—" lo of the late 
aged 47 
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RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Daneel, James Massey, Ashton-under-Lyne, Grocer. ia peg under-Lyne and 
Stalybridge. Pet June 12. Ord June 22. Exam July 9 at 12 
7 Mary Ann, Long lane, Borough, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet June 22. 
Pet es Exim July 22 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Bauckham, Byron, Great Grimsby, Lincolnshire, Painter. Great Grimsby. 
Pet June 4. Ord June 24. Exam Jul 15 at 11 at Townhall, Grimsby 
Bennett. Henry, Liverpool, General Dealer. Liverpool. Pet June 22. Ord 
—— Ym July 2 at 11 at Court House, Government bigs, Victoria st, 


erpoo! 
Bowey, John Watson, Alnwick, Northumberland, Ironfounder. Newcastle-on- 
Tyne. Pet June 2. d June 23. Exam July 7 
Brown, Edmund, Upton Pyne, Devon, Farmer. Exeter. Pet June 20. Ord 
June 20. pexam Jul 9 at il 
nyem,2 ohn, High Holborn, Merchant Tailor. High Court. Pet June 18. Ord 
June 2. Exam July 22 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Walter, So , Cambridgeshire, Market Gardener. Cambridge. Pet 
June 3. Ord June 2%. Exam July 15 at 2 
Chadwick, Thomas, Dewsbury, —— Furniture Dealer. Dewsbury. Pet 
June 22. Ord June 22. Exam July 
Cleaver, William, Meir Green, Stattordshire, Potter. Stoke-upon-Trent and 
o we Tune ay, nr June 24. am July 14 at 2.15 
. Marc nr Pontypridd, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet June 22. 
4. 2 ape f 
pping, der. monton. Pet June 22. Ord June 
2. Exam July 10 at lat C court House, Edmonton 
Ferguson, N. Manchester, Provision Dealer. Manchester. Pet Juce 23. 
Ord June 23. Exam July 16 at 11 
. Bariborough, Derbyshire, idoeneed Victualler. Sheffield. Pet 
June. Ord June x. Exam July 15 at 11.% 
Cc North st, Guildford, Harness Maker. Guildford and Godalming. 
Pet June 2%. Ord June 2. Exam July 23 at 1at Townhall, Guildford 
Goldburg, Morris, Great Windmill st, Haymarket, Draper. High Court. Pet 
June Z. Stans 2. a ich chy Oo - #4, Lincoln’s inn fields 
rederick, Christchurc owkeeper. Newport,Mon, Pet June 
2. Ord June %. Exam July 7 at _ 7 


Hoddesdon, Baker. Hertford. Pet June 22. Ord June 22, 
uy 3 10 at 12 
Hill, William Thomas, Leeds, Builder. Leeds. Pet June 22, Ord June 22. 
Exam 5 14 at il 
Hodges. James, Malmesh 


rd, Bow. High Court. Pet April 23. Ord 
June 2%. Exam July #A at 11 at %A, Lincoln’s inn fields 4 : 


= Oscar, Lower rd, Rotherhithe, Watch Maker. High Court. Pet June 22. 
June %. Exam July 21 at 11 at 24, Lincoln’s inn 
FE am ay bidomone gos ae Askew. sinovtion-a = Cabinet Makers. 
» ‘et June 22. Ord June 22. Xam « 13 at 2 
= 7 Townball Hal y 13at2 at Court 


H » Beverley, Yorkshire, Iron Merchant. Kingston-upon- 
Halt Pet J Jane 2. Ord June 2. Exatn June 13 at 2 at Court House, Town- 


Jomes, Arthur William, Rugeley, Staffordshire, Iromnonger. Stafford. Pet 
Jane 1% Ord June 22. Exam Aug 5 at 12 at miotel, Stafford 

5 ~ — > Staffords ¢, Manager ot Patent Chimney- 

 Feamap C- tee Birmingham Pet June 4. ond June 2. Exam July 27 at 3 
Lee, ¥. avenham, Suffolk, Ironmonger. Colchester. Pet June 
uw. Gd dom ste uA. com July 15 at 340 at Townhall, Colchester 
Edward, Barrow ¥ Furness, Solicitor. Ulverston and Bar- 
row im Furness. P Pet June. OrdJuneu. Exam July 15 at 2 at Townhall, 


nee ar Jckmaon, Finsbury circas, Engineer. Barnstaple. Pet June 
"George KAward, Claxby, Lincolnshire, Shopk y d ’ 
ye ig ~ if octad opkeeper. Lincoln, Pet June 
Ord. pg Lay ~ Bishop Auckland, Hatter. Durham. Pet June 22. Ord 


Agent, High Court, 
ina: ehde 


Exam 
Pagrectee, | = Y ed ie Rammgen, Circus pl, Finebu 


Fuly % wt 11 at %, 








Pearson, Sarah, Liverpool, out of business. Liverpool. Pet June 23. Ord June 
23. a J uly 6 at 11 at Court House, Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liver- 


poo! 

Porter, James, wpa, Lancashire, Farmer. Blackburn. Pet June 9. Ord 
June 23. Exam July 

Preston, Arthur, Chickerley Heath, nr Deowiury: Innkeeper. Dewsbury. 
Pet June 22. Ord June 22.. Exam J —s 

Sinclair, Eric Robert Sutherland, Manc aoe, Commission Agent. Stockport. 
Pet June 22. Ord June 22. Pet tage 2 Satt 

Smith, Walter William, Totte Kingsland, Rug Manufacturer. High 
Court. Pet June 19. Ord Tas 3, a July 28 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 

elds 

Turner, Charles, Heaton Chapel, Lancashire, Music Seller. Manchester. Pet 
June 24. Ord June 24. Exam July 9 at2 

Wallis, Geo: Carpenter, Prisoner in H. M. Prison at Warwick, Steel Manu- 
facturer. Birmingham. Pet June5. Ord June 22. Exam July 23 at 2 

Warren, Thomas. Hampton Court, Builder. Kingston, Surrey. Pet June 23. 
Ord June 23, Exam Aug 7 at 4 

York, George, West Brighton, Grocer. Brighton. Pet June 23. Ord June 23. 
Exam July 16 at 12 


Fimst MEETINGS, 


Aikin, John Wingate, } Newport Fae Pagnell, Bucks, Merchants’ Clerk. July 7 at 10. 
County Court bldgs, N 
Armitage, Alfred, Anfield, Lantediice, Tailor. July 7 at3. Official Receiver, 
35, Victoria st, Liverpooi 
Armitage, Enoch, Prescott rd, nr Liverpool, Musician. July 7 at 2. Official 
Receiver 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Askew, W: P. estate, He oa, Yorkshire, Cabinet Maker. July 6 at 12.15. 
Hull nose Law Society, Lincoln’s inn bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
Baldwin, Henry James, Horseferry Branch rd, Commercial rd, Rag Merchant. 
July 8 at 12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, ‘Lincoln’s inn fields 
Bancroft, James Massey, Ashton under Lyne, Grocer. July 6 at 2, Official 
Receiver, Townhall ch rs, Ashton under Lyne 
Bensted, James George, Waltham Abbey, Essex, Grocer. July 3 at12. 28 and 
29, St Swithin’s lane 
Bowes, John Watson, Alnwick, Northumberland, Ironfounder. 
Official Receiver, County chbrs, Westgate rd, Newcastle on Tyne 
Brown, Edmund, Upton Pyne, Devonshire, Farmer. July 4 at 11. Castle of 
Exeter, Exeter 
Butler-Johnstone, H A Munro, not now residentin England. July jati1. 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Canham, Walter, Soham, Cambridgeshire, Market Gardener. July 7 at 2.30. 
Crown Hotel, Soham 
Chest Alfred, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler’s Manager. July 38 at 2. 
ffickal Receiver, High pavement, Nottingham 
Collins William, Ystradyfodwg, Glamorganshire, Grocer. July 6 at 3. Official 
Receiver, Merth 
Cotes, Greville, Brackley terr, High rd, evths, Furnishing Draper’s Assistant. 
July 4ati2. Official iver, outhampto 
Cross, Jemima, Northumberland park, Tottenham, Widow. July 3atil. 28, 29, 
St Swithin’s lane 
D’ Arcy, George Edward, Hyson green, Nottingham, Fishmonger. July 3 at 12. 
Official Rooneee, ‘ High pavement, Nottingham 
Davis, William James, a Durham, Optician. July3at12. Official Receiver, 
21, Fawcett st, Sunderlan 
Dennes, Thomas, Steattord. Essex, Linendraper. July 3 at 12. 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 
Dufty, Frederick James, and Joseph Sadler, Northampton, Tailors. July 6 at 12. 
County court bldgs, Northampton 
Goss, John, Lemnos, Shoe Manufacturer. July 7 at 11. County Court 
bldgs, Northampto 
Cooney Edward, Wimborne Minster, Dorsetshire, Bootmaker. July 8 at 12.30. 
ial Receiver, Galistary 
aan Charles Frederick, Christchurch, Mon., Cowkeeper. July 7 at 12. Official 
Receiver, 12, Tredegar pl, Newport, Mon. 
Hawke, Richard Frean, Salisbury, Corn Merchant. July 9 at 1.30. Official 
Receiver, Salisbury 
“y wa Hoddesden, Herts, Baker. July6at12. Dimsdale Arms Hotel, 
ertforc 
Heighton, William, and James Heighton, High rd, Kilburn, Ironmongers. July 
8 at 2. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hil, a Thomas, Leeds, Builder. July 6 at 2. Midland Railway Hotel, 


Hoey Frederick George Baker, Sturminster Newton, Dorsetshire, Hairdresser. 
July 3 at 11.30. Official Receiver, eens 
tes on Hull, Cabinet Maker. July 


—_ ys William (septe estate), 
vin ncoln’s inn bldgs, Bowlalley lane, 


ot Hull Incorporated ae uae 

Ho 2y, William, and William Askew, Kingston upon Hull, Cabinet Makers. 
July 6 od B. Hull Incorporated Law Society, Lincoln's inn bldgs, Bowlalley 
lane, 

Hunter, Robert, Sutton, Draper. July 3 at 11. Official Receiver, 109, Victoria 
st, Westminster 

Hutty, James Wilson, Beverley, Yorkshire, Iron wegen. July 4atii1. Hull 
Enourposated Law Society, ncoln’s inn bidge, ull 

Jones, Edwin Thomas, Bristol, Plumber. uly 3 at 11. Official Receiver, 


Bristol 
Handsworth, Staffordshire, Manager of Patent 


July 7 at 2. 


Kynoch, Robert Lockie 
Chimneyless ~ J uly 9at3. Official Receiver, Birmingham 

ighee, | 4 uel, Onneley, Salop, Farmer. July 8 at 11.30, 152, Hospital st, 

vantwicl 

Mopon, he pe West Hartlepool, Joiner. July 3 at 3.45. Royal Hotel, West 
artlepoo 

Mundy, George Edward, Claxby, Lincolnshire, Shopkeeper. July 10 at 12. 

Oficial Reece ver, St Bonedn en Lincoln A 
om, Alfred, Sudbury, Suffolk, Baker. July 3 at 10. Rose and Crown Inn, 


ry ander Liewellin, Nantwich, Cheshire, Builder. July 8 at 2. 152, 
rspital st, Nantwich 


Pa me ne Ge por ee, fe, Upton, cn, Epttagbomahize, Farm Bailiff. July 4 at 10.90, Mesers. 


Rand, tert & Ha Rime nro’ — st, Cabinet Maker. July 6q$11. Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
Siffleet, Betbest, Brighton, allor. July 8 at 2.20, Official Receiver, 39, Bond st, 


Brighton 
Sinclair, Eric Robert Sutherland, Manchester, Commission Agent. July 8 at 11. 
Official Receiver, County chbrs, Market place, Stockport 
Menten, Samuel, Southambton sow, Bloomsbury, Passage Broker, July 8 at 11. 
ruptoy bidgs bldgs . Portugal st, Line —- f # inn fields 
anes, ies fan” rd, Beth nal Green, Corn Dealer. July 6 at 12. 33, 
Ancoln’s inn 
Themen i Charles,‘8t Leonards on Sea, Adv Agent. July 8 at 2.90, 
‘Receiver, Towihall chbre, Hastin — 
Tilt, ponients 


pairek Hosen, Dailter. July 6 at 11. Bankn bldgs, 
eey AF, st, Linco eee, as . nptey Didge 

upon Hull, Wool Broker. July 10 at 3.90. Official Re- 
yt me 
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— 
hill, Lechlade, Gloucestershire Farmer. July 3 at 
Mca cet, gtver, 3, He fea Swindon, Wilts uly 
Guildford, Toy Warehouseman. July 6 at 11, 
x Wiliam. Com 8 = 
George, West Brighton, Grocer. July 6 at2.30. Official Receiver, 39, Bond 










7. en semen’ Metis is cunaineiet gh a published in the 
London Gazette of 











grimsdick, ck, Edward Horton, Bishop’s Sechbeooh, of, Warwickshire Farmer. July6 
11.90. Mr. W. B. Sanderson, Church st, Warwi wy 
ADJUDICATIONS. 







oo Rottingdean, Sussex, Gentleman. Brighton. Pet May 27. Ord 


Bet rare rrancis age” { Valentine, pee, Salop, Chemist. Madeley, Shrop- 
shire. Pet May 27. OrdJune 
Henry, Liverpool, Senet Dealer. Liverpool. Pet June 22. Ord 


2 
srk Matthew, Blackpool, Lancashire, Joiner, Preston. Pet March 23. Ord 


hy David, King William st, Strand, Publisher. High Court. Pet May 27. 
irown, George Ebenezer, Liverpool, Silk Mercer. Liverpool. Pet June4. Ord 


5, John, Fowbureh. Farm Servant. York. Pet June 9. Ord June 23 
Gare, William William lam Portobello rd, Notting hill, Job Master. High Court. Pet 
24, 1 TO Ton 


oe Fa twa ward Gustave, 8 Stroud Green rd, Finsbury park, Stationer. High Court. 
Cperdane 3 ¢ eae , h,- Godolphine, Manchester, Circus Proprietor. Liverpool. 
"oe Fa Line } Edward, H , green, Nottingham, Fishmonger. Nottingham. 
vege Taloet, Risin, Stationer. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet 


73 6. Bama June 
Geert, Thomas, Futham rd, Hammersmith, Builder. High Court. Pet Jan 15. 


ge arg, Mor Jeoerie, Gt Windmill st, Haymarket, Draper. HighCourt. Pet June 
Hampton, James ; Eawin, Birmingham, Bootmaker. Birmingham. Pet June 19. 
Arthur Mitchell, Bnghton, Artists’ Colourman. Brighton, Pet June 


4. Ord Jun June 22 
Hill, W: iam Thomas, Leeds, Builder. Leeds. Pet June 22. Ord June 23 
Hodgkinson, Edmund, Tipton, Staffordshire, out of business. Dudley. Pet 
une 
Holmes, Frederick George Baker, Sturminster Newton, Dorset, Hair Dresser. 
eengeeee. Pet June 19. ‘ Ord June 23 
lutty, James Wilson, b Bevertay, Yorks, Iron Merchant. Kingston upon Hull. 


af , Bastw Se 22 Surniey, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. Burnley. Pet 
une 
William M Re. Britonferry, Glamorganshire, Ironmonger. Neath. Pet 
June8. Ord June 24 
—; Charles, Bristol, Currier. Bristol. Pet June2. Ord Jun 
. Frederick William Henry, and Walter Edward Leopold Bradford, 
its, Builders. Bath. PetJuneé. Ord Jun 
Mills, William, Lexden, Essex, Coach Builder. “Golchester. Pet May 26. Ord 


aie 
Mundy. ¢ George Edward, Claxby, Lincolnshire, Shopkeeper. Lincoln. Pet June 
Ord June 22 


22. 
Olliver, John, te, Engineer. Canterb' Pet June 5._ Ord June 20 
Pearson, Sarah, Liverrool, out of Samenen” Liverpool. Pet June 23. Ord 


June 23 
Posie, John, Coventry, Licensed Victualler. Coventry. Pet June 10. Ord 


June 23 

Prothiero, Fee, Rg Be J ~ William Prothero, Aberdare, Builders. Abérdare. 
et June 

Rawson, Wilfred James, Tickhill, Yorks, Licensed Victualler. Sheffield. Pet 


June 8. Ai mse 
mutes amet, Redruth, Cornwall, Boot Manufacturer. Truro. Pet June 19. 
une 


Riley. yr tod Leicester, Auctioneer. Leicester. Pet May 22. Ord June 
bi —! _— rd, Scartho, nr Gt Grimsby, Miller. Gt Grimsby. Pet J 2. 18. 


Ord Juni 

Schofield, ‘William J "1 and poy Thomas Watts Walker, Brighton, Drapers. 
Brighton. Pet May Ord June 22 

Sinclair, Eri c Robert Suiheriand, S Sianchester, Commission Agent. Stockport. 
Pet June 93. Ord J 









rige: in, Ord Sune Gretton, Northamptonshire, Wheelwright. Leicester. Pet 
Tho \ ont, Builder. Birkenhead. Pet May 22. Ord June 22 
ork, Gon alia. weds hton, Grocer. Brighton. Pet June 23. Ord June 24 


TUESDAY, June 30, 1885: 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Ashton, Jose . Dubindald, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. Ashton under Lyne 
_ Stalybrid Pet June 2. Ord June 2%. Exam July 9 
, Charles, horn Falcon, Somersetshire, Farmer. Taunton. Pet June 16. 
Ore June 27. Exam July 13 at 2.90 at Guildhall, Taunton 
Bentley, Willen. Aldrington, cues, Cheek in Holy Orders, Brighton. Pet 
June 26. Ord June 26. xam July 
Ben at William, Leeds, Oiathion 5 Pet June 2. Ord June 2%. 
Exam 


14 
Brook, W: 10a sok Parnworth, Lancashire, Ironmonger, Bolton. Pet 
June 27, Ord June 27, Exam 


Carter, Edmund Alfred, , Oakley st aterloo rd, Lambeth, Oilman. Court. 
Pet June 24. Ord June 27 xam July 29 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
> William, Kingston upon Hult, Pork Butcher’s Assistan Kingston 


n on Hull, Pet June 27, Ord June 27. Exam July 13 at 2 at Court house, 
Collings. Edward a, Bath, Jeweller. Bath. Pet June 25, Ord June 25. 


mo) July 16 at 1 
Delbridge, I'stevens, Dawlish, Devon, Grocer. Exeter. Pet June %, Ord 
June 2%. Fxam July 9 at 11 

Robert, and Frederick George Barley, Fulham rd, Ironmongers, High 
Court. Pet June %. Ord June 2. Exam July 29 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


elds 
Dickinson, Jamey Lacte, Tea Merchant. Leeds, Pet June 18, Ord June 27. 


Exam J guly 14 
Evans, David, South Shields, Cig, in Holy Orders, Newoastle on Tyne, Pet 
unei7, Ord June 97. Exam J we 
Frankel, Bernhard, amepesten, erchant. Manchester. Pet June 8 Ord 


enpe * Exam July 16 at 11 
win, Harry Arthur, ak Sussex, Butcher, Brighton, Pet June 26, 


mal Harvey, olivor H ally and Lanter Hall, ll, Batley, Forge, We Woollen Manu- 


eb June 96, Ord Ji 








Heselwood, Arthur Eastgate, a York. Pet June (24. Ord J 
24, Exam July 10 at 12 at cashes 7 


Horton, George Gibson, North orthumberland, Sailmaker. New- 


Shields, Ni 
by oa Pet June 13. Ord June 25. tag A 
Mord, Basen. Sener, = June 26. Ord June 
July 31 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 
hn Walesby, The Y Acton, Horse Dealer. Brentford. 


Ki 

] 

Kirkpatri Ivone James, Abingdon, Berks, Grocer. Oxford. Pet June 23. 
ona “" Exam 





une July 16 at 11 
, Charles, Sheffield, B Sheffield. Pet June 8 Ord June 25. 
July 16 at 11.30 


outh, Grocer. 


= George William, Great Yarm Great Y: 
Townhall, Great Yarmou 


Juve 27. Exam Aug 10 at 2.30 at 
Morris, eerie, Joka, | Carmarthen, Weaver, en. Pet June 27. Ord June 27. 


wean Sone, ‘kes wa trace, Blackheath, Solicitor’ Court. Pet Apr 
23. Ord June 27. “eam July 90 at it at 94, Lincoln's i fae fan felts . 
Oates, Thomas, Bristol, Commission Sons. ristol. Pet June 24. Ord June 


24. Exam Jul 4 t 12 at Guildhall, B 
Licensed Victualler. Leicester. 


Orton, Arthur Joh Tag te 
Pet June 25. Ord’ June 2 yt ry 
na, Kidcerminster. PetJune 


William, Brimfield 4 
Ord June 24. Exam July 14 at 2.40 at Townhall, Ki 
Petch, Davi Scar nareaem, Architect. Scarborough. Pet June 27. Ord June 
Pontold, Henry West Wickham, Kent, Builder. Croydon. Pet June 3. Ord 


June 26. Exam July 31 
Reed, ‘Bowen, and Oo. Tokenhouse yard, Contractors. High Court. Pet March 


2. Ord April17. Exam se 4 
er 44 


Rees, John, Swansea, Swansea. Pet June 25. Ord June 26. 
~~ Leeds, General Dealer. Leeds. Pet June 27. Ord June 
27. l4atl 

Robinson, Benjamin James, Evesham, Worcestershire, H Keeper. 
Worcester. Pet June 27. Ord June 27. exam July 14 at 11.30 

es 4 G., Union aC pe! Broad st, Ship High Court. Pet June 8. Ord 
June Exam July 28 at 11 at $4, *s inn fields 


Stam: aup, Edward Richard, St Leonards on m Sea, Grocer. Hastings. Pet June 27. 

Warhurst, John, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Grocer. Dewsbury. Pet June 27. 

Ord June 27. Exam July 21 

Weterwert. George, You. Bate. York. Pet June 26. Ord June 26. 
Exam July 10 at 13 at Guildhall, Yor ork 

Woes, et, Henry, Great Peter rh, Westminister, Rag Merchant. High Court. Pet 

3 Exam July 28 at 1i at 34, Lincoln's 's inn fields 

Barbourne rcial Clerk. 

Worcester. Ord June 25, Exam July 9 at 11.30 

White, William Charles,  Odeheman Groce Ook . Pet June 27. Ord 

June 27. Enam July 18at 11 at Townhall, Colchester 

Wilcox, Charles James, Moseley, out of employment. Birmingham. Pet June 

25. Ord June 25. Exam July 23 at 1 10.30 


The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
B Edmund, U: f —. + +y ee 
rown, un ton e, vO er, xe 
June 20. Ord J June 2. Exam July 9 at 11 
First MEETINGS. 
eshire, Licensed Victualler. July 9atil. Official 


h. Dukinfield, Ch 
ownhall chmbrs, Ashton under e 
armer. July Sat 11.30. Official 


Somersetshire, 


Ashton, J: 
Receiver, 
Avery, Charles, Thorn 
Receiver, 9, — at Teunton | 


Barnes, Mary Surrey, Bootmaker. July 9 at 2. 
Teetreptes pies, i eee st, Hincott's in s inn | fields 

Bauckham, Te. Ss Painter. July 7 at 12. Hull 
Incorpora’ mee Solita inn a Bowlalley lane Hull 

Bennett, Henry, “gr ’ General Dealer. July 9at2. Official Receiver, 35, 


Liv 1 

Bentle nm‘ William, ‘Aldrington, Sussex, Clerk in Holy Orders. July 10 at 12. 
Official Receiv er, 39, Bond st, ton 

Bliss, Edwin, ct, Baie st, Financial Agent. July 9 atil. 33, 


Carey st, 
h, Norfolk, Farmer. July 7 até. H. P. Gould, 
Official Receiver, 8, King st, orwich 


Lincoln's inn 
Burcham, William, “attleboro 
Cawkill, William, Nm ay oe Hull, Butcher’s Assistant, way 10 at 11. 
Hull Incorporated Law Soci Lincoln’s inn bidgs, Bowialley lane, Hull 
Collings, Edward Francis, Bath, cachet. July Sat li. Great Western Hotel, 
m, 
Lancashire, Watchmaker. July § at 3. Official 
Recei Liverpost 
Crabbe, William J ohn, Brooklyn rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Coachman. July $ at 2.30, 
83, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


pers jnomes. EP «, Essex, Builder. July 7 at 11. 28 and 29, St Swithin's lane 
Frank Stevens, Dawlish, Devon, Grocer. July Sat 11. The Castle of 
_ at Exeter 


Denne, Heary, a eT Gloucester, Esq. July 11 at 3.90. Imperial 


aoe. & 
Ellis, Da Birmingham, G Tatil. Official Receiver, B 
Evans, Decide South Shicds, Clerk 2 oly Orders. July 11 at 11. me Re 


eaiver, Coun ~ Ty te Ravens on 
Pro coe Dealer, July 16 at 3. Official Re- 


reste 

ver, Daley s chbrs, 1 y st, Manchester 
omas, Barlborc ire, Licensed Victualler. July 9 at 3. 

P Oficial Reve Receiver, ver, Figtres lane eld 

For Frank, and eae East st, Manchester sq, Oilmen. July 9 at 
12. toy tins gy Portugal st, Linceln’ s inn fields 

Frankel, Bern . M Merchant. July 16 at 3.90. Official Receiver, 
@omten" s chbrs, Bridge st, M 








joodwin, H be, Sussex, Butcher. July 10 at 2.30. Officia 
OReccivecy Gh Bend ot, Wrighten : 
“ee Arthur Eastgate, York, Jeweller. July $ at 11. Official Receiver, 
» 
Horton, George Gibson, North Shiel ree July T at 2.90. Official 
eo County, chbrs, Pezcoste ra, deny eebt. 
umphre: ohn irommonger. w Bankruptey 
bids, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields : 
Kyme, ¢ Charles, Sheffield, Builder, July 9 at 2. Official Receiver, Figtree lane, 


eld 


Landau, sax, Mincing lane, Aniline Dye Maker. July 18 at 11. 33, Garey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 


Metcalfe, John Allison, Yorks, Accountant. July 9 atl, Oficial 


a ate te jgrmouth, Fish Merchant. July fat 12. Mr. Lovewell 


Recei 
Nicholson, Nt 
Both Gen 
yi -—- 5 Agent. July? at3.45. Official Receiver, 


me 


Orton, Arehur 2 ae geet Licensed Victualler, July at 


digs, 
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Pearson, Sarah, Liverpool, out of business. July 8 at 2. Official Receiver, 35, 
prvigtoria st, Liverpool Agent. July 8at12. Q Hotel, Readin 
ips, Mary. e mn y 8a ueen’s Ho 
Porter, James, Whalley, Lancashire, Farmer. July 7 at 2. Commercial Hotel, 
Blackburn rd, Accrington 
Price, Edward Thomas, address unknown, Retired Assistant Commissary in 
the Army. July 9 at 2. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Rees, John, Swansea, Tailor. July 10at11. 6, Rutland st, Swansea 
Robinson, Benjamin James, Evesham, Worcestershire, Hotel Keeper. July 11 at 
11. Official iver, Worcester 
ex le, peg Rigerton, Doughty st, Mecklenburgh sq, Gent. July 8 at 12. 
3, Corey st, Lincoln’s 
, Edward Richard 3 St + ~aaeatee on Sea, Grocer. July 10 at 12, Chamber 
Seema, 145, Cheapside 
syne, Alexander Hamilton, Shirehampton, nr wre Colliery Proprietor. 
ly 13 at 12.30. Official Receiver, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 
Thomas, Evan, Ogmore Vale, Glamorganshire, Tailor. July 9 at 12. Official 
Receiver, 2, Bute crescent, Car 
Tissington, George, Caledonian = a Tool Manufacturer. July 9 at 11. 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Tucker, R. J. H., Brooklands, Sunbury, Retired Assistant Paymaster in Navy. 
July 8 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Turner, Charles, Heaton Chapel, Lancashire, Music Seller. July 10 at 11.30. 
Official Receiver, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Wallis, George Carpenter, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturer. July 13 at 11. Official 
Receiver, Birmingham 
Wooersh, George, York, Butcher. July 8 at 12.30. The Official Receiver, 


Wheatley, Jo J aha. Gilesgate Moor, nr Durham, Fruiterer. July 7 at 12.45. Three 
ote urham 
be ag any Henry, Barbourne, Worce(tershire, Commercial Clerk. July 9 


at ll Receiver, Worcester 
Wilcox, Charles en Moseley, Out of employment. July 9 at 3. Official 
July 14 at 2.30. 39, Bond st, 


iver, Birming’ 
bs ~~~, Phillis, Brighton, Dairy Keeper. 
Wyatt, Ebenezer, Banbury, Oxford. July 14 at 12. 


Official Receiver, 1, St 


dates, Oxford 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
iim, 2 ners Musbury, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Exeter. Pet June 11. 


Amour, | Daniel. Clifton, nr Shefford, Bedfordshire, Plumber. 
May 22. Ord June 26 

1 Joseph, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. 
and Stalybridge. Pet June 25. Ord June 25 


a, Byron, Gt Grimsby, Painter. Gt Grimsby. Pet June 24. 
une 


ne, Thomas, City rd, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet May 27. Ord 
June 25 
Burton, John, High Holborn. Tailor. High Court. Pet Juneis. Ord June 26 
ae mene by = gn oan Cambridgeshire, Market Gardener. Cambridge. Pet 
une 23. 
Carter, Edmund Alfred d, Oakley st, Waterloo rd, Lambeth, Oilman. High Court. 
Pet June 24. Ord June 27 
Clarke, Henry, Halifax, Jeweller. Halifax. Pet June10. Ord June 26 
Clark, Joseph ae, Frith rd, West Croydon, Mattress Manufacturer. Croy- 
don. Pet May 26. Ord June 18 
Cie, Joseph Henry, Lenham, Kent, Miller. Maidstone. 
Cardiff. Pet June 5. Ord June 26 


June 26 

Cohen, L abe Cardiff, Furniture Dealer. 

Ome, Moss Coleman, and Arthur Cohen, Cogenhoe, Northamptonshire, 
Mineral Merchants. Northampton. Pet May12. Ord June 26 


Sonne: Henry, Liverpool, Hosier. Liverpool. Pet June10. Ord June 25 
William, Mardy, nr Pontypridd, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet June 22. Ord 


Cotes, Grevile, Chiswick, Draper’s Assist ant. 


Bedford. Pet 
Ashton under Lyne 
Ord 


Pet June 6. Ord 


Brentford. Pet June 16. Ord 


ook Richard. Hastings, Bootmaker. Hastings. Pet Apr 23. Ord June 26 

Creese, a ee Newport, Mon., Basket Manufacturer. Newport,Mon. Pet June 
- Ord June 7 

Currie, Henry Donald, East Stonehouse, Devon, Printer. 

June 13. Ord June 7 

Dguetios, Frank Stevens, Dawlish, Devon, Grocer. 
une 

at oy Henry, Selston, Nottinghamshire, 

2% 


East Stonehouse. Pet 
Exeter. Pet June 25. Ord 


Pet Juneii. Ord 


Dewhirst, James, {en . and William Isaac Dewhirst, Bradford, Stuff Merchants. 
Bradford. Pet May. Ord June 26 


Farmer. Derby. 


— ee Breedon, Overy, Leicestershire, Grazier. Leicester. Pet May 30, 

une 

Ellis, David. Birmingham, Grocer. Birmingham. Pet June 2. Ord June 26 

Evans, David, South Shields, Clerk in Holy Orders. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
June 17. Ord June 7 

or William Grice, Colchester, Grocer. Colchester. Pet May 15. Ord 

une 24 

Finn, = mowed, jun., Tenterden, Kent, Butcher. Hastings. Pet June 6. Ord 

Frankel, Bernhard, Manchester, Merchant. Manchester. Pet June 8. Ord 

shoe | North st, Guildford, Harness Maker. Guildford. Pet June 23, 
Ord June 27 


Goddard, ti Edmund, North Elmham, Norfolk, Grocer. 
May 16. Ord June % 


Green, John, Coventry, Warwickshire, 


Norwich. Pet 


Boot Dealer. Coventry. Pet June 13. 
Ord June &% 
io, Oecar, Lower rd, Rotherhithe, Watch Maker. High Court. Pet June 22. 
une 26 


Holt, James, Bolton, Lancashire, Yarn Avent. Bolton. Pet June 19. 
June % 


Ord 
Howard, Jesse Walter, New North rd, Hoxton, Boxmaker. High Court. Pet 
May 7. Ord June 


Howe, Harry, St George's circus, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet 
4 Orda Jane 27 


Lionel, Serattord, Essex, Furniture Dealer, High Court. Pet May 22. 


Jo rd J June a 
, Henry, Stratford, Essex, Bricklayer. 
une % 
Bynesh, Robert Lockie, Bedtord place, Hamstead rd, 


Handsworth, Manager 
A Patent Chitaney less Lamp Company. 
Jane B 


Birmingham. Pet June 4, Ord 
own, Thomas, Rishton, Lancashire, Druggist. Pet June 16, 
d June 7 


Malden , 3 William Gibson, Frederick Manwell, and Charles Bontoft, Deans- 
¢, Manchester. Drapers. anchester. Pet Janet. Ord June #6 
David, Rastrick, Yorkshire, Stonemason. Halifax. Pet June 11. Ord 


dheriel 6 Sooaye Louis, Widnes, Lancashire, Hatter. Liverpool. Pet June 19. 


High Court. Pet June 2. Ord 


Blackburn, 


—-a 
— James, Abingdon, Berkshire, Innkeeper. Oxford. Pet May 18. Ong 
une 22 


ae, p Gos Gee, 3 , Eckington, Derbyshire, Wood Turner. Chesterfield. Pet 
y 5. uu 

Nelson, aines — Twickenham, Photographic Chemist. Bentford. Pg 
ay 4 

Waeen, Walter, Tarsield, Surrey, Farmer. Croydon. Pet May1. Ord June 

Oakley, Herbert Frederick, Broseley terr, Crouch hill, Gent. High Court. Pet 

Aprilit. Ord June 25 

Oates, Thomas, Bristol, Commission Agent. Bristol. Pet June 24. 

Orpin, William, Catsfield, Sussex, Farmer. Hastings. Pet June 4. 

2 Jacob, Guilford st, Gray’s inn rd, Gent. High Court. 
une 27 


Beier, George, Bitterne, Hampshire. 
25 


Ord June 
Ord June % 
Pet May 15. Ord 


Southampton. 


Roberts, Edward, Worcester, Machinist. Worcester. Pet June10. Ord Juney 
Roberts, Frederick, and William illiam Roberts, Plymouth, Painters. East Stonehouse, 
Pet June 12. Ord June 27 
ey Crumpsall, nr Manchester, Builder. Manchester. Pet May 12, 
une 27 
ep thn Thomas, Nethershitlington, Farmer. Wakefield. Pet June 15, 
rd June 27 
Ciatee, George, Norton, Yorkshire, Tailor. Scarborough. Pet June 12. Ord 
une 27 


Pet June 9% On 


Smith, Walter William, Tottenham rd, Kingsland, Rug Manufacturer. High 
Court. Pet June 19. Ord June 27 


Thomson, Peter, Sipwick Northumberland, Seedsman. Newcastle-on-Tyne, 
Pet June 20. Ord J 

Thornton, W: Daniel, *pradford, Yorkshire, Dyer. Bradford. Pet May », 
Ord June 25 


Tidy, aye, Sen Southborough, nr Tonbridge Wells. Tonbridge Wells. Pet May 
rd 
Tyan, Ayoub, Old Broad st. High Court. Pet April28. Ori June 27 
aisey, Charles Edward, Lechlade, Gloucestershire, Farmer. Swindon, Pet 


June 19, Ord June 27 ; 

vam Genego Os Carpenter, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturer. Birmingham. Pe 
June 5 

Wickham, ies Thomas, Burghley rd, Camden Town, Cheesemonger’s 
Manager. High Court. Pet May 15. Ord June 25 

— , Max, Bedford place, Russell sq. High Court. Pet March 19. Ord 
une 25 


Young, Thomas Gibson, Amble, Northumberland, Innkeeper. Newcastle-on- 
Tyne. Pet June 13. Ord June 26 
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July 4, 1885. 
SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 


Anti- noes Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “* the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible et ony for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.”’ 

Highly commended by the entire Medical 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 
Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a ogee 
to a breakfast Cup, costing less than a 
CocoaTina a Ls VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be en when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In tins at 1s. 6d., 3s. = — &c., by Chemists and 
rocer 

Charities on Special Terms by ‘the Sole Proprietor, 

H, Scuweitzer&Co.,10 4dam-st., Strand, I ondon, W. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE PSR MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench Corporation o London &c, 





ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS | 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks 
and Clerks of the Peac 


CORPORATICN ROFES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 
94. CHANCERY LANE, LONDOV. 


MEMORY AND SUCCESS. 


PROF. LOISETTE. 
PHYSIOLOGICAL MEMORY. 
Art of Never Forgetting. Wholly unlike Mnem onics 


PROF. LOISETTE. 
LOST MEMORIES RESTORED. 
The worst made good, and the best better. 


PROF. LOISETTE. 
CURE OF MIND WANDERING. 


Any book learned in one reading. 


PROF. LOISETTE. 
PROSPECTUS POST FREE. 


Lectures in Families, Day and Evening Classes 
Private Lessons, and BY POST. 


87, NEW OXFORD-SEREET, Lonpor, W.C. 














Oy ge HYDROPATHIC nial 
PENSION, Edinburgh.—Magnificent Estab- 
lishment in Western Suburbs of city, 
accommodation for 200 visitors. Fine bracing 
the Pentland Hills, baths, swimming pond, bowling 
and lawn tennis greens, drives, concerts, &c. Eas 
access to and from town by "bus, tram, and rail. 
Visitors on their first arrival at the Edinburgh 
stations are recommended to drive direct to Craig- 
lockhart. Cook & Son’s coupons, by the day, accepted. 
Terms: From 8s. ¢d. to 12s. per day, or from £2 12s, 6d. 
per week.—Address, The MANAGER. 


NTEMPERANCE.—Tower House Retreat, 
Westgate-on-Sea, Page licensed under the 
Habitual Drunkards’ Act, i879.—There are now 
Vacancies for alimited number of Ladies and Geutle- 
men desirous of overcoming habits of Intemperance. 
A large building, standing in its own grounds, 
specially designed for this purpose, and aff ling 
additional advantages for patients, is now complete 
Address, J. H. _ BROWN. 


ESSRS JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 

to announce that their Sales by Auction of 

Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, 

&c., are held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 
and F ridays. 

The attention of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, 
and others is particularly called to this ready means 
for the disposal of Property of deceased and other 
clients. 

In consequence of the frequency of their sal 
Messrs. J. & D. are enabled to include large or small 
quantities at short notice (it required). 

Sales of Furniture held at private houses. 


Valuations for Probate or Transfer. Terms on ap- 
plication to the City Auction Roome (established 
1793), 38 and 89, Gracechurch-street, E.¢ 


Mesars, Johnson & Dymond beg - notify that 
their Auction Sales of Wearing Apparel, Piece 
Goods, Houschold ang Office Furniture, Carpets, 

ding, &c., are held on each jay of the week 

Saturday excepted). 





having 
air off 


———————— 


¢ PEARS’ 


SOAP. 


SPECIALLY PREPARED FOR DELICATE SKINS 


Mr. JAMES STARTIN, the eminent Surgeon, writes:—“ 
always use it myself, and recommend to my patients PEARS’ 
SOAP in preference to any other, as being more free from excess 
of Alkali and other impurities prejudicial to the skin.” 





DEBENTURES. 
RUST and AGENCY COMPANY of 
AUSTRALASIA, Limited. Incorporated 1860. 
Subscribed ie £1,125,000. Paid-up, £700,500. 
Reserve fund, £103 


2 ™ IRECTORS. 
gy, DENISON, Esq., Albemarle-street, W’., 


F, A. Sone, Esq. (Messrs. Barclay, Bevan, & Co.). 
Hon. H. G. Campbell, ore-gardens, 8.W. 
Frederick Guan Esq. (Messrs. F. Green & Co.). 
James ah Esq., Cannon-street, E.C., General 


Manag 
Hon. A oe. * Kinnaird (Messrs. Ransom, Bouverie, & 
0 
—Edward N. Senior, Esq. 


The Debentures of this Company are a first charge 
7 on the uncalled ca: — and Dther 7 including 


property held under py ee Interest coupons, | 
eed nes seouy = Se the Com y’s bankers, are 
attached to 


The Trust and Agenc Com: ny of Australasia is 
the oldest Le en oe tution established 
for the purpose of advances on mo! 
with provision in its speek of Incorporation ting 
the borrowing power to the amount of the unpai 
subscribed capital. 

During 21 years past the dividend (including bonus) ° 
on the o shares has been 20 per cent. per 
annum. 

Rate of interest, with forms of application for De- 
bentures, and all’ further — may be o! 
tained on application to the Secre 

No. 147, Cannon-street, loan 2 Et Cc. 


HE NEW ZEALAND LAND MORT- 
GAGE COMPANY, Limited. 
Capital £2,000,000, fully subscribed by — than sco 
shareholders. £200,000 pai 
The Company’s wane are limited to first-class free- 





hold mortgages. benture issue is limited to 
the uncalled capital. 

“Home DIRE 
H. J. Bristow, ea (SEC T WILLIAM T. Power, 
W. K. Granam C.B. 


FALCONER LankWoRTHY, THOS, gh. Esq., 


Esq 
Anraun M. Mrrcutson,| Sir Epwarp W. Star- 
Esq. FORD, K.C.M.G. 
Chairman of Colonial 


uing Terminable Debentures 
pyr interest at 4 per cent. for three years, and | 


half-yearly y Oy Cos ons. 
HISON, Managing Director. 
Leadenhall-buildings, Leadenhall-st., London, E.C. 


UARDIAN FIRE and LIFE OFFICE. 
as 3 Office—11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 

w Courts Branch—21, Fleet-street, E.C. 
Established 1821. — Capital, Two Millions. 


IRECTORS : 
CHAIRMAN—ALRBAN G. H. Grass, Esq. 
DeEpUTY-CHAIRMAN—BEAUMONT W. LuBROCK, Esq. 
Rowland Nevitt Bennett, — re Lake, Een 1. a 
we 


1. Ton. wi 
Henry Bonham - Carter, 
Esc e Jobn B. eae Esq. 


me . re 
Charles F. Devas, Esq. S. Hope Morley, Esq. 
James Goodson, Esq, Henry John Norman, Esq. 
John J, Hamilton, David Powell, Esq 
Thomson \ Baskey, Esq. Re | ager Prev — Esq. 


Richard M. Harvey, a G. Talbot, Esq., 
Re Hon, J. G. Hubbard, 


mae Vigne, Esq. 

John Hunter, Esq. 

MANAGER OF Firs DEPARTMENT —F. J, Marsden, 

ACTUARY AND SECRETARY G. C. Browne, 

Share Capital at yeoman seed up and in- 

vestod ‘ ge 
Total Banas iy IMR fee Sc cae —— 
Ea | Annual Inceme over ........65505 

Fire Policies which eevire at MIDSU MMER 

aba be renewed at the Head Office, or with the 
Agents, on or before the 9th day of JULY. 


G REAT NORTHERN RAILWAY, 
TY TOURIST ARRANGEMENTS, 1885.—Tourist | 
Tickets wil) be Issued from May tat to $ist October, 
1883, For particulars see Time Tables and Programmes | 


ry 
issued by the Co oy 
HENRY OAKLEY, General Sang 














London, King’s Cross Station, ‘April, 1885, 


The Hon. Sir FREDK. WHITAKER, KCMG., MLC, | 


| 
fa per cent. for five years and upwards. Interest | 


HEFFIELD CORPORATION THAREE- 
A REDEE 


K ND-A-HALF PER CENT. MABLE 
‘K, um ay £100 per Cent. The Cor- 
poration of Sheffield are ving for 
infoseation oak ke auaed te Sensation D 
‘0 on ENJAMIN JONES, 
Registrar, Bri Bridge-street, Sheffi " 





LD htt? COLLEGE of WALES 
TWYTH). 





LECTURES on JURISPRUDENCE and CON- 


| Michaelmas T: don 
University INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION in 


8. 
The TERM commences SEPTEMBER 16TH. Fee, 
- f ng to the REGISTRAR, 
or further information a e 
University College, Aberystwyt a 





The Attention ft Mompere of the Legal Profession 
is drawn e New ew Prospectus 0: f the 
COIDENT. INSURANCE CUMPANY 
Gass Listed, Pred _ Swithin’s-lane, London, E.C. 
Personal Injuries. 


General A 
Railway po Death by ‘Accident. 


Forms of Proposal and every information forwarded 
t-free. C. HARDING, Manager. 





N ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY. 
Established 1836, 


FIRE AND LIFE. AT HOME AND ABROAD. 


Lowpow: 1, Moorgate-street, E.C. Aszapzzy: 3, 
I King-street. 


INCOME & shes Iau d _ 


Fire Premi1n s ... ove £573,000 

Life Premiuns . eco exe ~- 184,000 

nterest... ooo owe ee « 128,000 
Accumulated Funds co = ee ~—Ss we «= 8,993,000 





EUROPE, 
ASIA, 






Curr Orrick: 19 anp 20, Comneui, Loxpox, E.G 





ESTABLISHED 1851. 


|B. ‘crasmoteanangn, chase BAN K.— 
South 
THREE per. pa. ~ 


DEPO. 
NEWO pet mepaganie ce INTEREST on CURRENT 
ccounts cealcu'ated on the enbabunen monthly 
oa ttcre when not drawn below £50. 
The Bank undertakes for its Customers, free of 
the C Writings, and other 
} and Valuables; the collection 
Ex Dividends, and Coupons ; and the 
sale of Stocks, yy Annuities, of 
gar Now s issued. 
K ALMANACK, with full partica- 


on 
¥ (Gis RAV ENSCROFT, Manager. 


HR CHANCERY LANE SAFE DE- 


Lord 
are now invited (on tation of card) to 
a a at gee 
unocey _* ’ erage 
Darticuare offen 


coon of ee have th the » use of convenient 
Writing a1 gana a Waiting of charge. 


See -ICTTORS and Others —The ancient 
Downe Balin of the Miner of Ote Hall, wi 
field, ‘nthe b.. County of Sussex, a say 


such 
r recovery Will receive | hes reward met ote Apply 
(to Major-General GopMAN, Burton 
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DECORATE YOUR 


WINDOWS WITH PATENT “GLACIER.” 





I 
STAINED GL 
INVEN 


fraction of its cost. 





THE MOST PERFECT | 
{ao dioks°EvER | McCAW, STEVENSON, & ORR, BELFAST. 


D. 

With the Patent Glacier Window | 
ee none = 2 of | RELIGIOUS 

esigns may be made for Deco- 
rating Windows, &c., which can be | 
applied to any Window, Door Panel, | 
&c., without the trouble of removing | 
the’ ry a ——— mes of _— | 
sizes and styles, from the simplest to | 4 New Series of Centre-| Material, and Instructions for | 
the most elaborate, comprising Fruit, |. “* .\<. 
Flowers, Heads, Knights in Armour, | pieces. with suitable Borders | combining and affixing the | 
&c., with Borders to match, with | Cha 
which any person of ordinary taste | Pp 
can produce patterns which have all 
the beauty of Stained Glass at a | Patent ‘“‘GLACIER” can be seen at PERRY & CO.’S 


PERRY «x Cd@O. 
STEEL PEN MAKERS, Sole Agents for Great Britain. 
Wholesale: 18, 19, and 20, HOLBORN VIADUCT, LONDON. 





MANUFACTURED BY 


na <@'5\, Se " 








NEW PATTERNS. | ILLUSTRATED 
BOOK OF ay AN: 
SUBJECTS. DESIGNS. 
Suitable for Church Containing about 300 Illus- | 
Decoration. trations. a Sample of the \\ 


or W oc of Churches and | Design. Post Free, os Shitting. 
Coloured do., do., 1s. 6d. each. 


A vinta of Windows fitted with the Latest Destens of 














Establishment, Holborn Viaduct, London. No. 15. Size, 10} by 104. Price 2s. 





(LE MIETED), 


535 * x 5s. 6d. dozen. 








BY AUTHORITY, 





Tne Companies Acts, 1862 to 1883. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 


use. 

MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
speedily printed in the proper form for registration and 
distribution. SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTU RES, 
&c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed 
and executed. No Charge for Sketches, 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(Lete ASH & FLINT), 
Static ners, Printers, Engiavers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-ST REET, LONDON, %.C, (curner 
cf Serjeante’ -inn). 
al and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
1&2, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, E.C, 








Lalo Copying and Engrossing. 
Deeds aad Writings engrossed and copied on the Premises 
with punctuality and dispatch, at the lowest scale of 


charges. A good Discount allowed on agreed accounts 


LAW PRINTING. 


STATEMENTS OF CLAIM AND DEFENCE, AFFI- 
DAVITS, and other PLEADING, Printed at Is. per folio. 


DEEDS, CONVEYANCES, MORTGAGES, &c., Printed 
| 


in form for Registration. 
Discount allowed for cash on agreed accounts. 


LITHOGRAPHY. 
ABSTRACTS, BRIEFS, PETITIONS, DRAFTS | 
MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, L ithographed 
at reduced prices. 
PLANS OF ESTATES, SPECIFICATIONS, BUILD | 
ING BSOULETIES’ DEEDS, LEASES, &c., Lithographed 
with accuracy and dispatch. 


PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS 


Samples and Catalogues sent post-free. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and | 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT | 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 


STREET. 
l ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Ayent 


begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession | 
the advantages of his long experience of upwards of | 


thirty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma | 
notices, &c., end hereby solicits their continued support.— 


N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the | 


strictest care and promptitude assured. Official stamped 
forme for advertisement and file of “London Gazette” 
kept. By appointment. 


Cau H FREFERMENT WANTED.— | 


Private patrons, interested in the legitimate 
sale, by private treaty, of adlvowsons, presentations, 
&¢., in favour of well-recommmended clergymen, should 
reer to the PRIVATE PATRONS GAZETTE, 
edited by Mr. W. EMERY STALK, Associate Lusti- 
tute of Actuaries, F.K.GS., &. Post-free for six 
stamnps.— Address, Mesers. W. Emexy Stank & Co, 
2, Bediord-street, Strand. 


Stephens 
=" Inks. 


SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. 








Books, Pamphlets, and Periodicals; Reports of | 
Societies and Institutions; Circulars, it Tasca 
Posters, and Handbills, &c. 


EVERY DESCRIPTION OF PRINTING EXECUTED. 
Special Deporimonts for’ Stationery and Bookbinding. | | DINNEFORD’ S MAGNESIA. 
e Medical Profession for over Forty Years have ap- 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD,| v0 rae et ikke pul adalin on the eh cae 


e ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEADACHE 
Printers, Lithographers, Stationers, &c., GOUT and INDIGESTION 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. | And as the safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions 
sicielemtilintgindivetsns a . e eee Ladi Yhildren, and Infants. 


G O L D P EN, | DINNEFORD’S MAGNESTA. 


WITH DIAMOND POINT, | 
Anti-corrosive —Flexible—Durable— Adapting itself to any| TO H.R.H. THE PRINCE OF WALES 


dwriting. 


| te 
Price 6d. each; post-free, 7d. A aie AND CO’S OWN SAUOEF. 











| With White Mctal Pocket Holder, complete .. eS jorecintcheheage ee os 
Or, with Mordan’s Best — —— Holders— |e QUPs, PRESERVED PROVISIONS 

| Fluted Pattern, complete .. eo be, 6d. | Ne) : 

| Engine-turned Pattern, complete .. oe ée 


6s, 6d. — — 
Fluted Pattern, Telescopic .» «+ ce «+ 10s, 64, POTTED MEATS and YORK and GAM«t 


Other patterns in great variety. PLES, also 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD fS8Eack “OF BEEF, BEEF TEA, 
27, CHANUERY LANE, LONDON. 








i ) UBTLE SUUP, and JELLY, and other 





‘USE o. LEONARDT & Gos “EUREKA” PENS, | GQ PHC GPHoLA LITIBS for INVALIDS. 


~ CAUTION :— —BEW TARE a IMITATIONS, 
Sol 
1l, aaubvesrd STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIR, w. 


| Semi-circular Pointed (H. Hewitt’s Patent), 2s. 6d. : Tenia a weeayy 
| per gross. The only Pens which combine both ease SUMMER TOURS IN SCOTLAND. 
and speed in writing. LASGOW and the HIGHLANDS (Royal 


on a a 








gmoney OEP PEAELD "e RAAETE” 6, | 17. outs tie creas Bas tetem 
| Newvate-s oya ai eamer al or rom 
Mewguesnent, BL. Sele Londes Agents. Ganawe Daily at 7 a.m., from Greenock at 9 a.m., 
conveying, in connection with his West Highland 
9 Steamers, passens ers for Oban, Fort-William, Inver- 

HODGKINSON & co. Py ness, Loc! awe, Sk Pe ginerr Stats, Tons, Giena oe 

} Stornoway, &c. Cc Guide, % ustrated 6¢ 
| HAND-MADE BRIEF, FOOLSCAP, ee by P Dost, o a oe ws H, Smith & Sons’ Railway 
30ookstalls. Time with Map and Fares free from 

and other PAPERS. the owner, Davip MAcBRAYNE, 119, Hope-street, 

|THE MOST SUITABLE FOR SOLICITORS | “aseow. 

Can be obtained through all Stationers, 


: ADAME TUSSAU ps” EXHIBITION, 
SE Sa ca ieiae A se BAKER-STHEET STATION.—New PORTRAIT 
PUsSNISH your HOUSES or APART- | MODELS of H.M. The QUEEN and U.R.H, ALBER‘ 
MENTS THROUGHOUT on EDWARD and GEORGE FREDERICK of WALUS, and 
MOEDER’S HIRE SYSTEM. Sir MOSES MONTEFIORE, Bart. The lying in ‘stato 

The original, best, and most liberal. ot the late Emperor of Kussia, ‘The Boudoir Group of 
Founded A.D. 1864, Fashion, containing the newest and most costly costumer, 

Cash prices. No extra charge for time given, with other Court Dresses. ‘The Baroness Burdett- 
Illustrated priced Catalogues, with full particulars of | Coutts, Mr, Parnell, &c. The completo line of British 
terms, post-free, Monarchs from William the Conqueror to Queer. Victoria; 

¥. MOEDER, 2s, 249, and 250, Tottenham-court- | and over 300 Portrait Models of Colebrated and Dis- 
road, and 19, 20, and 21, ’Morwell-street, W. Estab-| tinguished Characters, Admission, ls. Children under 
1562 twelve, 66, Exiraroom 6d, Open from 8a m, till 10 p.m, 











ey tn® © 3S tet 





